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HOROCYCLE FLOWS ON ABELIAN COVERS OF SURFACES OF NEGATIVE

CURVATURE

ROBERTO CASTORRINI AND DAVIDE RAVOTTI

ABSTRACT. We consider the unit speed parametrization of the horocycle flow on infinite Abelian
covers of compact surfaces of negative curvature. We prove an asymptotic result for the ergodic
integrals of sufficiently regular functions. In the case of constant curvature, where the unit speed
and the uniformly contracting parametrizations of horocycles coincide, we recover a result by
Ledrappier and Sarig. Our method, which does not use symbolic dynamics, is based on a gen-
eral Fourier decomposition for Abelian covers and on the study of spectral theory of weighted
(and twisted) transfer operators for the geodesic flow acting on appropriate anisotropic Banach
spaces. Finally, as a byproduct result, we obtain a power deviation estimate for the horocycle
ergodic averages on compact surfaces, without requiring any pinching condition as in previous
results.
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1. INTRODUCTION

One of the central problems in ergodic theory is understanding the behaviour of typical orbits
of measure preserving flows and, in particular, the asymptotics of their ergodic integrals. For
ergodic flows preserving a finite measure, Birkhoff Ergodic Theorem implies that the growth
of ergodic integrals is linear (proportional to the space average of the observable) and the same
for almost every point. On the other hand, the behaviour of ergodic and conservative flows
preserving an infinite, σ -finite measure is rather different: a celebrated theorem of Aaronson
[1] states that one cannot find an asymptotic rate that applies to almost every orbit and, as such,
the growth of ergodic integrals depends on the starting point. As a consequence of Hopf’s Ratio
Ergodic Theorem, the dependence on the chosen observable is only as a multiplicative constant,
namely its space average.

One can therefore hope to describe the ergodic integrals of an ergodic, conservative, measure
preserving flow (ϕt)t∈R on a σ -finite measure space (M,µ), with µ(M) = ∞, as

(1)
∫ T

0
f ◦ϕt(x)dt = a(T )ΦT (x)µ( f )(1+o(1))

where the factor a(T ) describes the “correct” asymptotic growth, and ΦT (x) represents an “os-
cillating” term, which does not depend on the integrable function f ; moreover, although ΦT

does not converge pointwise almost everywhere, it perhaps does in some weaker sense. This
indeed has been achieved for some families of parabolic flows, see, for instance, [3, 7, 29, 30].

In this paper, we derive an expansion of the form (1) (see Theorem A) for the unit speed

parametrization of the horocycle flow on infinite Abelian covers of compact surfaces of negative,
possibly variable curvature. We explicitly describe the rate a(T ) and the oscillating factor ΦT (x)
in (3), along with an estimate for the error term. Next, we establish equidistribution for geodesic
translates of horocycle segments, which is our second result (see Theorem B). Finally, as a
bonus, we obtain a power deviation estimate for the horocycle ergodic averages on compact
surfaces with negative curvature (see Theorem C), without requiring any pinching condition as
in ([2, Corollary 3.4]).

In the case of constant curvature −1, the unit speed parametrization of horocycles coincides
with the so-called uniformly contracting parametrization. We then recover the result by Ledrap-
pier and Sarig in [29], which applies in general for the uniformly contracting parametrization.
Differently from [29] and other previous results (e.g., [3]), our approach does not use symbolic
dynamics; instead, it is geometric in nature and it relies purely on functional analysis and trans-
fer operators methods. The use of transfer operators acting on anisotropic Banach spaces to
study parabolic systems appeared first in the seminal work of Giulietti and Liverani [22], and
has proved successful in several settings [19, 2, 13]. It stems from the idea of renormalization,
which, in our case, is provided by the geodesic flow. The lack of uniformity, in general, for
the unit speed parametrization of horocycle flows (as opposed to the uniformly contracting one,
as suggested by the name) makes the analysis harder and requires the use of weighted transfer
operators, analogously to [2].

There are two further difficulties that one needs to overcome to apply the transfer operator
method in our setting. Firstly, the (weighted) transfer operator associated with the geodesic flow
on Zd-covers of a compact space acts on smooth functions defined on a non-compact space.
Although it may still be possible to establish a Lasota-Yorke type inequality, which is crucial to
obtain quasi-compactness of the operator, the non-compactness of the space precludes the direct
application of Hennion’s theorem [33]. To this end, we exploit a Fourier-type decomposition
of the space of square integrable functions given by the natural Zd-action of the Galois group
of the cover. Roughly speaking, this reduces the problem to studying the action of the transfer
operator on a family of spaces of functions which “behave as if they were defined on a compact
space” (more precisely, they can be seen as sections of line bundles over the compact base
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manifolds, as in [21]). In turn, we will study the action of a family of weighted and twisted
transfer operators on a fixed Banach space containing densely the space of smooth functions on
the compact base manifold. We then conduct the necessary spectral analysis of these operators
associated to the geodesic flow.

The second issue is that the flow is not uniformly hyperbolic due to the presence of the flow
direction, rendering it only partially hyperbolic. Because of this neutral direction, proving the
existence of a spectral gap is extremely difficult (if possible at all). Only in special cases the
existence of a spectral gap for transfer operators of partially hyperbolic systems has been proved
(see for instance [15] in discrete time or [46] in continuous time). Nonetheless, drawing from
the works of [31] and [10], quasi-compactness of the resolvent of the generator suffices to obtain
a spectral decomposition for the transfer operators. Combined with the idea of renormalization,
it will allow us to prove the expansion in (1).

1.1. Organization of the paper. The paper is organized as follows. Section 2 contains the
main results, Theorem A, Theorem B and Theorem C, preceded by an introduction to the dy-
namics on surfaces of negative curvature and to covering spaces with an Abelian Galois group.
Section 3 contains some needed results on the dynamics of geodesic and of horocycle flows on
their unit tangent bundles. Section 4 deals with covering spaces with an Abelian Galois group:
we prove a Fourier-type decomposition which reduces the problem from studying functions on
the cover to vectors in a family of (mutually isomorphic) Banach spaces parametrized by the
dual of the Galois group. In Section 5 and Section 6, we study the spectral theory of (weighted)
transfer operators for the geodesic flow, twisted by harmonic 1-forms representing cohomology
classes that vanish on the cover. In particular, in §5 we establish a Lasota-Yorke inequality for
the resolvent and in §6 we deduce a spectral decomposition for the semigroup of transfer oper-
ators. Finally, Section 7 contains the proof of our main results, combining the decomposition
from §2.2, the renormalization provided by the geodesic flow, and the results on the transfer
operators from §6.

2. SETTING AND RESULTS

2.1. Geodesic and horocycle flows on surfaces of negative curvature. Let S be a compact,
connected surface equipped with a complete smooth Riemannian metric of negative curvature.
We let M = T 1S denote the unit tangent bundle of S. For any x = (z,v) ∈ M, there exists a
unique unit speed geodesic γx(t), defined for all t ∈ R, such that γx(0) = z and γ̇x(0) = v. The
geodesic flow (gt)t∈R is the smooth flow on M defined by

gt(x) = (γx(t), γ̇x(t)).

The vector field X on M generating the geodesic flow is given by

X f (x) =
d
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

f ◦gt(x),

for all f ∈ C 1(M). The geodesic flow is an Anosov flow, in particular the following holds. Let
Dgt : T M → T M denote the differential of gt . There exist constants C ≥ 1 and λ > 0, and there
exists a Dgt-invariant splitting of T M = E−⊕E0 ⊕E+ into 1-dimensional subbundles, where
E0 = 〈X〉 and E± satisfy

(2) ‖DgtU‖ ≤Ce−λ t‖U‖, ∀U ∈ E− and ‖Dg−tV‖ ≤Ce−λ t‖V‖, ∀V ∈ E+,

for all t ≥ 0. Explicit bounds on λ can be expressed in terms of the geometry of S; we refer
the reader to [32, Part IV, §17.6] for a detailed discussion. In the case S has constant negative
curvature −1, then, for all x ∈ M, we have

Dgt(x)Ux = e−tUgt(x), for all U ∈ E−(x) and Dgt(x)Vx = etVgt(x), for all V ∈ E+(x),

as we will see in Lemma 3.2 below.
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A further important remark is that the flow (gt)t∈R preserves a contact form and hence the
associated Liouville measure, which, up to a scalar multiple, coincides with the natural Riemann
volume on M. We will denote this measure by vol. The geodesic flow is thus an example of a
contact Anosov flow.

We denote by htop the topological entropy of the time-one map g1.
The distributions E± are orientable and are of class C 2−ε for every ε > 0; more precisely

they are C 1 and their derivative is in the Zygmund class, as proved by Hurder and Katok [34].
On the other hand, they fail to be C

2, unless the surface S has constant curvature.
Both E− and E+ integrate to 1-dimensional gt-invariant foliations W− and W+, whose leaves

are called the stable and unstable manifolds of (gt)t∈R. The unit speed motions along the stable
and unstable manifolds define two flows (h−t )t∈R and (h+t )t∈R on M, called the stable and
unstable horocycle flow.

In this paper, we are going to focus on the stable horocycle flow, which henceforth we will
simply call the horocycle flow and will be denoted by (ht)t∈R. By definition, the generating
vector field U , given by

U f (x) =
d
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

f ◦ht(x)

for all f ∈ C 1(M), spans the line bundle E−.
The horocycle flow is an important example of a parabolic flow. It is minimal [6, 40], has

zero entropy [27] and is mixing with respect to the unique invariant probability measure µ [39].
We remark that, unless the curvature is constant, the invariant measure µ is singular with respect
to the Liouville measure on M.

2.2. Abelian covers. Let G = π1(S) be the fundamental group of the surface S and let G′ =
[G,G] denote the derived subgroup. The quotient Gab = G/G′ is isomorphic to the first ho-
mology H1(S,Z) of S, which is a free abelian group of rank 2g, where g ≥ 2 is the genus of
S.

Intermediate subgroups G′ ≤ Γ ≤ G are in 1-to-1 correspondence with subgroups of H1(S,Z)

via the projection Γ 7→ Γab = Γ/G′. Each Γ defines a cover p0 : S̃ → S with a Galois group

Deck := Aut(S̃/S)

of deck transformations isomorphic to G/Γ = H1(S,Z)/Γab. We will assume that the latter has
no torsion, which is always the case up to a finite cover, and hence is a free abelian group of
rank 1 ≤ d ≤ 2g. We fix d linearly independent primitive homology classes

[γi] = γi G′ ∈ H1(S,Z), for i = 1, . . . ,d

so that the elements

Di = γi Γ ∈ Deck

form a basis of Deck ≃ Zd . We say that the associated cover p0 : S̃ → S is a Zd-cover of S.
The cover S̃ is equipped with the pullback Riemannian metric under p0, so that p0 : S̃ → S is a
Riemannian cover, and the deck transformations act isometrically. The action of Deck extends
naturally to an action on the unit tangent bundle M̃ = T 1S̃ of S̃ and we have an associated cover
p : M̃ → M.

We equip the cover S̃ with the pullback Riemannian area form under p0. By a little abuse
of notation, we still denote by vol the Liouville form on M̃. It induces an infinite measure,
normalized so that vol(M) = 1.
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2.3. The results. Given a positive definite symmetric d×d matrix Σ, we define the ‖ ·‖Σ norm
on Rd as

‖x‖Σ :=
√

x ·Σ−1x.

Our first main result is the following, and its proof can be found in Section 7.3.

Theorem A. Let p : M̃ → M a Zd-cover of M = T 1S, where S is a compact surface of negative

curvature. There exist constants CM ≥ 1 and ε > 0, a positive definite symmetric d ×d matrix

Σ, and functions

t∗ : M× [CM,∞)→ R>0, satisfying ‖T − ehtop t∗(·,T )‖∞ ≤CMT 1−ε and

F∗ : M× [0,∞)→R
d satisfying

F∗(·,T )√
T

→N(0,Σ) in distribution,

for which the following holds. For every f ∈C 2
c (M̃) and for every x ∈ M̃, there exists a constant

C( f ,x)≥ 0 depending on the C 2-norm of f , on the diameter of its support supp( f ), and on the

distance between x and supp( f ), such that for all T ≥CM, denoting t∗ = t∗(p(x),T ), and

(3) a(T ) :=
h

d
2
top

(2π)
d
2
√

detΣ

T

(logT )
d
2

, ΦT (x) := exp

(
−1

2

∥∥∥∥
F∗(p(x), t∗)√

t∗

∥∥∥∥
2

Σ

)
,

we have ∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds−a(T )ΦT (x)

∫

M̃
f dµ

∣∣∣∣∣ ≤CMC( f ,x)
T · loglogT

(logT )
d+1

2

.

Before proceeding, let us provide some remarks on the result.

Remark 2.1 (Winding cycle and normalizing time). The functions t∗ and F∗ are explicitly de-
fined and have precise geometric meaning. The function t∗ is a normalizing time, in the sense
that it is the time the geodesic flow takes to normalize the horocycle orbit of length T at x to
unit size (see (55) below for the precise definition). In particular, CM = 1 and t∗(x,T ) = logT

for surfaces of constant negative curvature −1.
The vector F∗(x,T ) is the so-called Frobenius function, or the geodesic winding cycle: its

components are ergodic integrals of harmonic 1-forms along the geodesic orbit at x of length
T and they describe the behaviour of this geodesic with respect to the cohomology classes that
vanish on M̃ (roughly speaking, how the geodesic segment “winds around” the cycles in the
first homology of M which do not lift to closed loops on the cover); see (13) and Section 7.3
for the precise definition. The covariance matrix Σ is associated to the quadratic form defined
in (46), normalized by −1/(4π2).

Remark 2.2 (Asymptotic expansion). Following the proof outlined in Section 7.3, we observe
that the result follows by computing the leading term in the expansion of the integral in (54).
While it is possible, in principle, to derive a complete expansion using stationary phase methods,
we refrain from doing so due to the complexity of the computations, particularly for large d; we
refer to [7] for the analogous computations in the setting of translation flows.

Remark 2.3 (Generic points). The conclusion of Theorem A holds for any point x ∈ M̃; how-
ever, the term a(T )ΦT (x)µ( f ) describes the asymptotics of the horocycle integrals only for
those points x for which ΦT (x) is not “too small”, namely for x ∈ M̃ such that F∗(x, t)/t → 0
as t → ∞ (whereas, for the other points, we only obtain an upper bound). Indeed, we do not
expect the points for which such condition does not hold to be generic for µ: in the case of
hyperbolic surfaces, there is a Rd family of ergodic invariant Radon measures [4, 42], and Sarig
and Schapira showed in [43] that the set of generic points for these measures are parametrized
by the possible limits of F∗(x, t)/t. We expect a similar characterization to hold in our general
setting of variable curvature.
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Remark 2.4 (Curvature and dimension). In the scenario of constant negative curvature, we
recover the result presented in [29]. Notably, Theorem A extends to compact surfaces of vari-
able negative curvature. This extension is facilitated by the one-dimensionality of the stable
and unstable manifolds. While this simplification streamlines many computations, it is primar-
ily crucial for proving a Dolgopyat-type inequality (see Proposition 6.2) without assuming any
bunching condition1. Hence, another suitable choice of Banach spaces, coupled with a bunching
condition, would likely suffice to generalize our result to any dimension. This could be achieved
using the arguments presented in [2] or [23] to establish the required Dolgopyat inequality.

Remark 2.5 (Limit theorems). Our proof of the main theorem relies on a pure functional ana-
lytic approach, wherein we investigate the spectrum of the weighted transfer operator Lt asso-
ciated with the geodesic flow on T 1S. Establishing the quasi-compactness of Lt would grant
access to various statistical properties, such as decay of correlations. Particularly, employing a
spectral method to study complex perturbations of the operator Lt,ν (see [24]) would imply limit
theorems such as the Central Limit Theorem (CLT), local CLT, and large deviations, among oth-
ers. However, the absence of uniform hyperbolicity has posed significant challenges in proving
quasi-compactness for Lt .

Nonetheless, the pioneering work of Liverani [31] indicates that quasi-compactness of the
resolvent of the generator of the semigroup Lt is enough to get, at least, exponential decay
of correlations. Building on this insight, our analysis on the resolvent of the generator of the
perturbed operator Lt,ν could yield an alternative approach to establishing the CLT for the
geodesic flow on negatively curved manifolds and exploring its finer statistical properties (See
Proposition 6.4 and Remark 6.5).

The same methods we develop in this paper yield an equidistribution result for geodesic
translates of horocycle segments, which is our second main result. Its proof is contained in
Section 7.4.

Theorem B. Let p : M̃ → M a Zd-cover of M = T 1S, where S is a compact surface of negative

curvature. There exists a a positive definite symmetric d ×d matrix Σ for which the following

holds. Let η be a 1-form of class C 2 on M̃ with compact support, fix x ∈ M̃ and σ > 0. Define

γx,σ (s) = hs(x), for s ∈ [0,σ ],

the horocycle segment starting at x of length σ . There exist constants C(σ) depending on σ
and C(η,x) ≥ 0 depending on the C 2-norm of η , on the diameter of its support supp(η), and

on the distance between x and supp(η), such that for all t ≥C(σ) we have
∣∣∣∣∣
(2πt)

d
2
√

detΣ

ehtopt σ

∫

g−t◦γx,σ

η −
∫

M̃
〈η,U〉dµ

∣∣∣∣∣≤C(σ)C(η,x)
logt√

t
.

An important difference with Theorem A is the absence of the oscillating factor in Theorem B
above. As it will be clear in Section 7, the presence of the term ΦT involving the Frobenius func-
tion in Theorem A is due to the varying position of the renormalized orbit segment in the cover.
On the contrary, for expanding horocycles, the renormalized segment does not move in space,
and hence the asymptotics do not oscillate. A somehow similar phenomenon happens in the
case of non-compact, finite volume hyperbolic surfaces, see [20] and references therein.

Finally, as an outgrowth of our methods, we are also able to prove a power deviation estimate
for the horocycle ergodic averages on compact surfaces of negative curvature. The case of
hyperbolic surfaces is due to Burger [9], and has been later refined by several authors [20,
8, 45, 41]. The case of variable curvature has been studied by Adam and Baladi [2] under

1Looking at [23, Remark 7.6] it becomes clear why the bunching condition was not needed in our setting.
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some additional assumptions on the curvature of the surface. Unlike [2, Corollary 4.9], we
do not require any pinching condition on the curvature, making our result completely general.
The proof of the following theorem is given in Section 7.2, which provides also more precise
information on a ∈ (0,1) given in (4) in terms of the topological entropy htop.

Theorem C. Let M = T 1S be the unit tangent bundle of a compact surface S with negative

curvature, let (hs)s∈R be the unit speed horocycle flow on M, and let µ be the unique invariant

probability measure. There exist a ∈ (0,1) and C♯ > 0 such that, for each f ∈ C 2(M), x ∈ M

and T ≥ 1, we have

(4)

∣∣∣∣
1
T

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds−µ( f )

∣∣∣∣≤
C♯

T a
‖ f‖C 2.

3. RENORMALIZATION

In this Section we collect some results on the dynamics of geodesic and of horocycle flows on
their unit tangent bundles. Although this two flows do not commute, they satisfy a “renormal-
ization relation”, which plays a fundamental role in the study of the dynamics and the ergodic
theory of the horocycle flow.

Lemma 3.1 (Renormalization relation). For every x ∈ M and s, t ∈ R, there exists a unique

τ(s, t,x) ∈ R such that

(5) gt ◦hs(x) = hτ(s,t,x) ◦gt(x).

Proof. For any x ∈ M and s ∈ R, we have hs(x) ∈W−(x). Since gt(W
−(x)) =W−(gt(x)) there

exists τ = τ(s, t,x) ∈ R such that (5) is satisfied.
If there were τ 6= τ ′ satisfying (5), then there would be a closed orbit for the horocycle flow,

which contradicts minimality [6, 40]. �

The renormalization time τ(s, t,x) of Lemma 3.1 is intimately related to the curvature of the
surface, as the next lemma shows. Its derivative J(t,x) will play a crucial role in this paper.

Lemma 3.2. For each x ∈ M, the function

J(t,x) :=
∂

∂ s

∣∣∣
s=0

τ(s, t,x)

satisfies

∂ 2
t J(t,x)+K(gt(x))J(t,x) = 0, J(0,x) = 1, lim

t→∞
J(t,x) = 0,

where K denotes the curvature. Moreover, given k,k < 0 such that k ≤ K(gt(x)) ≤ k for each

x ∈ M and t ∈ R+, then

(6) e−
√−kt ≤ J(t,x)≤ e−

√
−kt , ∀t ∈ R>0, ∀x ∈ M.

Proof. For convenience, let us set Jx(t) := J(t,x). For any x∈M, gt ◦hs(x) defines a 1-parameter
family of geodesics, hence

∂

∂ s

∣∣∣
s=0

gt ◦hs(x) = Dgt(x)Ux

is a Jacobi field. In particular, from (5) we can write

Dgt(x)Ux = Jx(t)Ugt(x),

and the function Jx(t) satisfies the Jacobi equation [18, Chapter 5]

J̈x(t)+K(gt(x))Jx(t) = 0.

The initial condition Jx(0) = 1 follows immediately from (5). Note that, since the curvature
K is negative, the function Jx(t) is positive and convex. Since U ∈ E−, the function Jx decays
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exponentially at infinity, uniformly in x.

It remains to prove (6). Fix x ∈ M and set k(t) := K(gt(x)). Let J̄(t) = e−
√

−k̄t be the solution
to the initial value problem J̈(t)+ J(t)k = 0, J(0) = 1 and such that limt→∞ J(t) = 0. We are
going to prove that J(t) ≤ J(t) for each t ≥ 0, where we dropped the dependence of Jx(t) on
x. The other bound is done similarly. Since J̇(t) and J̇(t) are bounded uniformly in t and using
that J(t) and J(t) converge to zero as t →+∞, an integration by parts gives us

0 =
∫ +∞

t
[J(s)(J̈(s)+ k(s)J(s))− J(s)(J̈(s)+ J(s)k)]ds

=−[JJ̇ − JJ̇](t)+

∫ +∞

t
[k(s)− k]J(s)J(s)ds.

Therefore, since k(t)≤ k < 0,

[−JJ̇ + JJ̇](t)≥ 0, ∀t ≥ 0,

which implies that
d
dt

(
J(t)

J(t)

)
· J2(t)≥ 0.

Hence, the function
J(t)

J(t)
is increasing for each t ≥ 0, from which it follows

J(t)

J(t)
≥ J(0)

J(0)
= 1, ∀t ≥ 0,

which proves the result. �

Remark 3.3. Note that an analogous computation as in the previous Lemma applied to the
unstable vector field V instead of U yields the same results for a function Ju

t satisfying

Dg−t(x)Vx = Ju(−t,x)Vg−t(x).

Let us recall that we have an invariant splitting T M = E−⊕E0 ⊕E+ of the tangent bundle
T M, where E0 = 〈X〉 and X is the generator of the flow (gt)t∈R, and where E− = 〈U〉 and U

is the generator of the stable horocycle flow (ht)t∈R. For further purposes, we denote by V the
generator of the unstable horocycle flow (h+t )t∈R. From Lemma 3.2 and Remark 3.3, we have2

J−t(x) = exp

(∫ t

0
−div(X |E−)◦g−s(x)ds

)
= Dg−t(x)|E−,

Ju
−t(x) = exp

(∫ −t

0
div(X |E+)◦gs(x)ds

)
= Dgt(x)|E+

(7)

In particular,

d
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Dg−t(U) = Φ−U,

d
dt

∣∣∣
t=0

Dgt(V ) = Φ+V,

(8)

where Φ± := ±div(X |E±) are strictly positive C
2−ε functions for all ε > 0 (see [34, p.56-57]

or [26, (3.1)]).
An immediate consequence of the previous results is the following.

2Here, Dg−t(x)|E− denote the derivative of g−t along the (one-dimensional) stable direction E−.
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Corollary 3.4. For any x ∈ M and t,s ∈ R, we have

Jt(x)
−1 = J−t(gt(x)) and

∂τ

∂ s
(s, t,x) = Jt(hs(x)).

Proof. The first claim follows directly from (7). The second is a consequence of the cocycle
relation τ(s+ r, t,x) = τ(r, t,hs(x)) + τ(s, t,x) and the equality J(t,x) = ∂

∂ s

∣∣
s=0τ(s, t,x) from

Lemma 3.2. �

As we already remarked, in case of constant curvature, from Lemma 3.2 we obtain

Jx(t) = e−
√
−K t , hence τ(s, t,x) = e−

√
−K t · s.

We say that the parametrization of the stable foliation defined by the horocycle flow is uni-

formly contracting. In the case of variable curvature, although the function τ(s, t,x) does not
have such a simple expression, there still exists a uniformly contracting parametrization of W−,
as shown by Marcus, from Margulis’s work [38, 37].

Proposition 3.5 ([38, 37]). Let htop > 0 denote the topological entropy of the time-1 map g1.

There exists a continuous additive cocycle α(t,x) such that the flow (h̃t)t∈R defined by

h̃α(t,x)(x) = ht(x)

satisfies

gt ◦ h̃s(x) = h̃
e
−htop t ·s ◦gt(x).

Moreover, (h̃t)t∈R is uniquely ergodic and the unique probability invariant measure m is the

measure of maximal entropy for the geodesic flow.

From the previous result it is possible to deduce the asymptotics of τ(s, t,x) as s → ∞, as the
next lemma shows. It was proven originally by Marcus [39], we reproduce the proof here for
completeness.

Lemma 3.6. There exists a constant Cτ > 0 such that

C−1
τ ≤ τ(s, t,x)

s
ehtop t ≤Cτ ,

for all x ∈ M, t ≤ 0, and s ≥ 1. Moreover,

lim
s→∞

τ(s, t,x)

s
= e−htop t

uniformly in x ∈ M.

Proof. The first estimate can be found in [23, Lemma C.3]. We reproduce Marcus’s argument
for the second claim. From Proposition 3.5 and unique ergodicity of the horocycle flow [38],
we deduce that there exists a constant a > 0 such that

1
n

α(n,x) =
1
n

n−1

∑
j=0

α(1,h j(x))→ a,

as n ∈ N tends to infinity, uniformly in x ∈ M. It is easy to see that the same uniform limit
1
s
α(s,x)→ a holds when s ∈ R tends to infinity. Since we have

h̃
e
−htop tα(s,x)

◦gt(x) = gt ◦ h̃α(s,x)(x) = gt ◦hs(x) = hτ(s,t,x) ◦gt = h̃α(τ(s,t,x),gt(x)) ◦gt(x),

it follows that
e−htop tα(s,x) = α(τ(s, t,x),gt(x)).



10 ROBERTO CASTORRINI AND DAVIDE RAVOTTI

Therefore, we deduce that

τ(s, t,x)

s
=

τ(s, t,x)

α(τ(s, t,x),gt(x))

e−htop tα(s,x)

s
,

which tends to e−htop t as s → ∞, uniformly in x ∈ M. It is easy to see that the limit is also
uniform in t ≤ 0, therefore the proof is complete. �

Finally, as we will be working on the cover M̃, it is essential to ensure that our objects
are Deck-invariant, enabling us to treat them as defined on the compact manifold M. This is
demonstrated in the following two results.

Lemma 3.7. The geodesic and horocycle flows commute with all deck transformations.

Proof. We can identify any D ∈ Deck with [γ]+Γab, where [γ] is a homology class in H1(M,Z).
Since the time-t map gt is isotopic to the identity, it acts trivially on the homology, namely
(gt)∗[γ] = [γ]. This implies that gt commutes with D. The same proof applies to the horocycle
flow ht . �

Corollary 3.8. For any s, t ∈ R, the function τ(s, t, ·) from Lemma 3.1 is Deck-invariant.

Proof. For any D ∈ Deck, by Lemma 3.1 and Lemma 3.7 we have

D(hτ(s,t,D(x))(x)) = hτ(s,t,D(x))(D(x)) = g−t ◦ht ◦gt(D(x)) = D(g−t ◦ht ◦gt(x)).

Again by Lemma 3.1, we conclude τ(s, t,D(x)) = τ(s, t,x). �

4. TWISTED HILBERT SPACES

In this section we introduce the Fourier decomposition of our space. We recall the notations
from Section 2.2. Let us fix a compact connected subset F ⊂ M̃ whose boundary has zero
measure such that the restriction of p to the interior of F is injective and p(F) = M. We say that
F is a fundamental domain for the cover p.

Any function on M can be seen as a Deck-invariant function on M̃, and vice-versa. Under
this identification, it is not hard to see that

∫

M
f dvol =

∫

F

f dvol .

In particular, for all q ≥ 1, the Banach spaces Lq(M) and Lq(F) are naturally isomorphic.
For any i = 1, . . . ,d, let ωi ∈ H1(S,R) be the cohomology class defined by

ωi(Γ) = 0, and ωi([γ j]) = δi j,

where δi j is the Kronecker delta. By the Hodge Theory, we can identify ωi with a harmonic 1-
form on S. We denote by H the real vector space H := 〈ω1, . . . ,ωd〉 and by H(Z) the Z-module
Zω1 ⊕·· ·⊕Zωd . Their quotient is a d-dimensional torus

T
d :=H/H(Z).

For any ω ∈ Td , we define

Eω : Deck → S, Eω([γ]+Γab) = e2πıω·[γ ].

Note that, if a function f : M̃ → C satisfies f ◦D−1 = Eω(D) f for all D ∈ Deck, then | f | is a
Deck-invariant function and hence it is well defined on M. Given ω ∈ Td , we define

L2(M,ω) :=

{
f : M̃ → C : f ◦D−1 = Eω(D) f for all D ∈ Deck, and

∫

F
| f |2 dvol < ∞

}
.
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We equip L2(M,ω) with the inner product

〈 f ,g〉=
∫

F
f ·g dvol,

which turns into a Hilbert space. For every integer ℓ≥ 0, we also set

C
ℓ(M,ω) = L2(M,ω)∩C

ℓ(M̃).

For any continuous function f ∈ C 0
c (M̃) with compact support, let us define

πω( f )(x) = ∑
D∈Deck

Eω(D) · f ◦D(x).

Note that, since f has compact support, the sum on the right hand side above is finite for any
x ∈ M̃.

Lemma 4.1. For every ℓ≥ 0,

πω : C
ℓ
c (M̃)→ C

ℓ(M,ω).

Moreover, for every f ∈ C ℓ
c (M̃) and for any x ∈ M̃, we have

f (x) =

∫

Td
πω( f )(x)dω.

Proof. Fix ω ∈ Td . From the fact that Deck acts properly discontinuously, it follows immedi-
ately that πω( f ) is a C ℓ-function whenever f ∈ C ℓ

c (M̃).
Let us fix a norm ‖ · ‖ on Deck ≃ Z

d . Since f has compact support, there exists a constant
C( f )> 0 such that f ◦D(x) = 0 for all x ∈ F whenever ‖D‖ ≥C( f ). Note that, moreover,

C̃( f ) :=C( f )2(d+1) ∑
D∈Deck

‖D‖−2(d+1)

is finite. By Cauchy-Schwarz, for any x ∈ F, we have

|πω( f )(x)|2 =
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
D∈Deck

Eω(D) · f ◦D(x) · ‖D‖d+1

‖D‖d+1

∣∣∣∣∣

2

≤
(

∑
D∈Deck

‖D‖−2(d+1)

)(

∑
D∈Deck

| f |2 ◦D(x) · ‖D‖2(d+1)

)

≤ C̃( f ) ∑
D∈Deck

| f |2 ◦D(x).

Thus, since the orbit of F under Deck tessellates M̃, we have
∫

F

|πω( f )|2 dvol ≤ C̃( f ) ∑
D∈Deck

∫

F

| f |2 ◦D dvol = C̃( f )
∫

M̃
| f |2 dvol,

which is finite by assumption.
Let us show that πω( f )◦D−1

0 = Eω(D0) ·πω( f ). For every D0 = [γ0]+Γab ∈ Deck, we have
Eω(D

−1
0 ) = Eω(−[γ0]+Γab) = E−ω(D0) = Eω(D0)

−1, so that

πω( f )◦D−1
0 = ∑

D∈Deck

Eω(D) · f ◦ (D−1
0 ·D)

= ∑
D∈Deck

Eω(D
−1
0 ·D) ·Eω(D0) · f ◦ (D−1

0 ·D) = Eω(D0) ·πω( f ).

Finally, for the last claim, we note that
∫

Td
Eω(D)dω =

∫

Td
e2πıω·[γ ] dω = 0 if and only if D = [γ]+Γab 6= 0,
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and is equal to 1 otherwise. Therefore,
∫

Td
πω( f )(x)dω = ∑

D∈Deck

f ◦D(x)
∫

Td
Eω(D)dω = f (x),

which completes the proof. �

Henceforth, we will simply write fω in place of πω( f ). We note the following fact: let
∫ ⊕

Td
L2(M,ω)dω

be the direct integral of the Hilbert spaces L2(M,ω). Then, by Lemma 4.1, the map

Π : C
0
c (M̃)→

∫ ⊕

Td
L2(M,ω)dω given by Π( f ) = ( fω)ω∈Td

is well defined. It is possible to prove that Π extends to a unitary equivalence Π : L2(M̃) →∫⊕
Td L2(M,ω)dω; we omit the proof of this since we will not use it in the paper.

4.1. Unitary equivalence of twisted spaces. We now verify that the spaces L2(M,ω) are all
unitarily equivalent. Let ω ∈ H. Note that the pullback p∗0ω of ω on S̃ is an exact 1-form.
By a slight abuse of notation, we write p∗ω to denote its pullback to M̃ under the canonical
projection M̃ = T 1S̃ → S̃.

Fix x0 ∈ F. For any x ∈ M̃, the integral

(9) ξω(x) :=
∫ x

x0

p∗ω

is well defined, since it does not depend on the choice of path connecting x0 to x. For any
measurable function f on M̃, we define

Ξω( f ) = f · e2πıξω .

Lemma 4.2. For every ω ∈H, we have

πω = Ξ−ω ◦π0 ◦Ξω .

Proof. Note that D∗p∗ω = p∗ω for every deck transformation D, since p◦D = p. Thus,

ξω(D(x)) =
∫ D(x)

x0

p∗ω =
∫ D(x0)

x0

p∗ω +
∫ D(x)

D(x0)
p∗ω =

∫ D(x0)

x0

p∗ω +
∫ x

x0

p∗ω.

Recalling the definition of Eω , we obtain

(10) e2πıξω (D(x)) = Eω(D) · e2πıξω(x).

From this, we conclude

π0 ◦Ξω( f ) = ∑
D∈Deck

( f · e2πıξω )◦D = ∑
D∈Deck

f ◦D ·Eω(D) · e2πıξω = Ξω ◦πω( f ),

which proves the result. �

Lemma 4.3. Let ω ∈H. For every η ∈H, the map Ξω is a unitary operator

Ξω : L2(M,η +ω)→ L2(M,η).

Moreover, Ξω is a linear isomorphism between C ℓ(M,η +ω) and C ℓ(M,η) for every ℓ≥ 0.
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Proof. Since Ξ−1
ω = Ξ−ω , the map Ξω is a linear bijection. Furthermore,

〈Ξω( f ),Ξω(g)〉=
∫

F
f e2πıξω ·ge2πıξω dvol =

∫

F
f ·gdvol = 〈 f ,g〉,

which proves the first claim.
We now prove the second claim for ℓ = 1, the general case is left to the reader. Fix a unit

norm vector field W on M̃ and a point x. Then,

|W (Ξω( f ))|= |W ( f · e2πıξω )(x)|= |W f (x)|+ | f (x)| ·2π |Wξω(x)|
≤ ‖W f‖∞ +‖ f‖∞ ·2π |ωx(W )| ≤ ‖ f‖C 1 · (1+‖ω‖∞).

(11)

This completes the proof. �

5. TWISTED TRANSFER OPERATORS

Fix r ∈ (2,3). For each t ∈R
+, we define the transfer operator Lt : C

r−1(M)→ C
r−1(M) by

Lt f (x) = J−t(x) · f ◦g−t(x), x ∈ M, f ∈ C
r−1(M),

where J−t is the function given in (7). The main technical tool of the paper is a twisted transfer
operators which correspond to perturbations of the operator Lt . The idea is to translate the

action of Lt on the spaces C ℓ(M,ω) into the action of a family of twisted operators L
(ω)
t ,

defined below, acting on the same space C ℓ(M,0) = C ℓ(M), and then extend it to a suitable

Banach space on which L
(ω)
t has good spectral properties (see the next section). For each

ω ∈ Td , we then consider the operator

(12) L
(ω)
t = Ξω ◦Lt ◦Ξ−ω .

Remark 5.1 (Remark on the constants). To enhance readability, we will use the symbol C♯ to
represent a general positive constant. This constant may rely on various objects such as X ,V,U ,
among others, which depend on the geometry of the system, but notably does not vary with
time t. Additionally, given our focus on perturbations of the operator Lt with respect to ω , we
will keep track of quantities depending, among other things, on the C

r norm of ω , and use the
subscript ω (e.g. Cω ). The values of constants C♯ and Cω may vary between occurrences, even
within the same line.

Lemma 5.2. For each ω ∈Td and each t ∈R+, L
(ω)
t is a well-defined bounded linear operator

on C
r−1(M,0).

Proof. By Lemma 3.1, the function Jt has the same regularity as E−, in particular Jt is of class
C r−1. Moreover, since J(−t,x) = ∂s|s=0τ(s, t,x), Corollary 3.8 implies that J−t ◦D−1 = J−t for
each D ∈ Deck, i.e. the function J−t ∈ C r−1(M,0).

Take f ∈ C
r−1(M,0) and x ∈ M. Note that Lt(Ξ−ω f ) ∈ C

r−1(M,ω). Indeed,

Lt(Ξ−ω f )(x) = Lt(e
−2πıξω f )(x) = J−t(x)e

−2πıξω (g−t (x)) f (g−t(x)),

so that, by Lemma 3.7 and the invariance of J−t by Deck, we obtain

Lt(Ξ−ω f )(D−1(x)) = J−t(x)e
−2πıξω (D

−1(g−t(x))) f (g−t(x)) = Eω(D)Lt(Ξ−ω f )(x),

where we also used (10). Therefore, by Lemma 4.3, we conclude L(ω)
t f ∈ C r−1(M,0).

Explicitly, we have

Ξω(Lt(Ξ−ω f (x))) = Ξω(J−t(x)e
−2πıξω (g−t(x)) f (g−t(x)))

= J−t(x)e
2πı(ξω (x)−ξω (g−t (x))) f (g−t(x)).
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Finally, since |e2πı(ξω (x)−ξω (g−t(x)))| ≤ 1 for each x and ω , we have

‖L(ω)
t f‖L2 ≤ ‖Lt f‖L2 < ∞.

�

Next, it is convenient to introduce the function

(13) Ft,ω(x) = ξω(gt(x))−ξω(x) =
∫ gt(x)

x
p∗ω =

∫ t

0
〈ω,X〉 ◦gs(x)ds,

where we used the fact that p∗ω is exact on M̃. The function Ft,ω defined in (13) is an equivalent
formulation of the Frobenius function for [3] and the geodesic winding cycle of [36] or [28]. The
proof of Lemma 5.2 then shows that

(14) L
(ω)
t f = Lt(e

2πıFt,ω f ), for any f ∈ C
r−1(M,0).

5.1. Anisotropic Banach spaces. It is now well-established (see e.g. the pioneering work [5])
that C r−1(M) isn’t suitable for analyzing the spectral properties of operators resembling Lt .
Considering the presence of the stable direction, we need to identify a Banach space embedded
within the space of distributions. Furthermore, complications arise due to the flow direction,
introducing partial hyperbolicity and further intricacies into the analysis. One approach to ad-
dress this challenge is based on [31] and involves investigating the spectrum of the semigroup
generator. Several possibilities exist for the "appropriate" anisotropic Banach space, depending
on the specific characteristics of the system. However, for our present purpose, the following
simplified version of spaces and norms proposed in [25] will suffice. 3

Let us fix ρ > 0 and let Iρ be the set of segments of length ρ in the direction of the vector
field U . Let p ∈ N∪{0} and q ∈ R+. We denote by C

q
c (I) the set of complex value functions

with compact support on I ⊂ Iρ , which are ⌊q⌋-times continuously differentiable and whose
⌊q⌋-th derivative is Hölder continuous of exponent q−⌊q⌋, if q is not an integer. We endow C q

with a norm ‖ · ‖C q such that it is a Banach algebra, namely ‖ f g‖C q ≤ ‖ f‖C q‖g‖C q .
We will take the parameters such that p ≤ 1 and q ≤ 1+α , where α ∈ (1,0) is arbitrary

but fixed. In particular, p+q ≤ r. Finally, given a vector field v and a function f , as before we
denote by v f the Lie derivative of f along v and, for j ∈N∪{0}, by v j =∏

j
k=0 v the composition

of vector fields and v0 = Id. We can now define our norms and spaces: for f ∈ C ∞(M), p ≤ 1
and 0 < q ≤ 1+α , we set4

(15) ‖ f‖p,q = sup
j≤p

sup
I∈Iρ

sup
v∈{X ,V}

sup
ϕ∈C

p+q
c (I)

‖ϕ‖
C p+q≤1

∣∣∣∣
∫

ϕ · v j f dU

∣∣∣∣ .

The Banach spaces we will be working with are then defined as Bp,q = C ∞(M,C)
‖·‖p,q . The

following useful results can be inherited from [25, Lemma 2.1, Proposition 4.1].

Lemma 5.3. If p+ q ≤ r, the unit ball of Bp,q is relatively compact in Bp−1,q+1. Moreover,

C r is continuously embedded into Bp,q as a dense subset and, letting Dr be the space of dis-

tributions of order r, the embedding E : C
r → Dr given by 〈E f ,g〉 =

∫
f gdvol extends to a

continuous injection from Bp,q to Dq.

3Note, however, that a more meticulous selection of the norm could allow us to shrink the essential spectrum
as much as we want with much better outcomes in terms of optimality of the so called correlation spectra (see e.g.
[12]). However, this is not always possible and it depends on the dynamics, as shown in [14].

4Here, integration with respect to U means, for Ix stable segment at x,
∫

Ix
f dU =

∫ ρ
0 f ◦hs(x)ds, where hs is the

stable horocycle.
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As we fix the parameters p,q,α , we will use the symbols B and Bw to denote B1,α (the
strong space) and B0,1+α (the weak space) respectively and with ‖ · ‖B,‖ · ‖Bw

the relative
norms, when it does not create any confusion.

5.2. Lasota-Yorke inequality for L
(ω)
t . The following Lemma is the key to prove the spectral

result for the resolvent given in the next section. We refer to Remark 5.1 to recall the use of the
symbols C♯ and Cω .

Lemma 5.4. For each t ∈ R+, ω ∈ Td and f ∈ C r(M), we have

(16) ‖L(ω)
t f‖0,1+α ≤Cωehtopt‖ f‖0,1+α

and

(17) ‖L(ω)
t f‖1,α ≤Cωehtopt(e−λ t‖ f‖1,α +‖ f‖0,1+α +‖X f‖0,1+α),

where λ > 0 is given in (2).

Proof. Recalling (14) and (13), it is convenient to set

(18) Gt,ω(x) = exp

(
2πı

∫ t

0
〈ω,X〉 ◦g−a da

)
,

so that

(19) L
(ω)
t f (x) = Gt,ω(x)J−t(x) f ◦g−t(x).

Let us fix a point x ∈ M, and let I ∈ Iρ be the segment {hs(x) : s ∈ (0,ρ)}. Given ϕ ∈ C 1+α
c (I)

and f ∈ C r(M), we need to estimate the absolute value of
∫

I
ϕL

(ω)
t f dU =

∫ ρ

0
ϕ ◦hs(x)Gt,ω ◦hs(x)J−t ◦hs(x) f ◦g−t ◦hs(x)ds.

By Lemma 3.1 and changing variables (recalling the definition of Jt in Lemma 3.2) we have

∫

I
ϕL

(ω)
t f dU =

∫ ρ

0
(ϕGt,ω)◦hs(x)J−t ◦hs(x) f ◦hτ(s,−t,x) ◦g−t(x)ds

=
∫ τ(ρ,−t,x)

0
(ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦g−t(x) f ◦hη ◦g−t(x)dη.

(20)

We now partition the segment g−t(I) into the union g−t(I) =
⋃Nt

j=1 I j, where the I j are seg-
ments of length ρ , and we take a smooth partition of unity {ψ j} j made of functions supported
on I j and such that ∑

Nt

j=1 ψ j = 1 on g−t(I) and ‖ψ j‖C r(I) ≤C∗, for some constant C∗ > 0. Note
that the number Nt is proportional (with a constant independent on t) to the length of g−t(I j).
Crucially, by Lemma 3.6 (see [23, Lemma C.3]), this length grows proportionally to ehtopt ,
whereby there exists C♯ > 0 such that

(21) Nt ≤C♯e
htopt .

Using the above partition of unity and letting η j ∈ suppψ j, by (20) we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

I
ϕL

(ω)
t f dU

∣∣∣∣≤
Nt

∑
j=1

∣∣∣∣
∫ η j+ρ

η j

(ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j(η) · f ◦hη ◦ψ j(η)dη

∣∣∣∣

≤C♯e
htopt sup

I j

∣∣∣∣
∫ η j+ρ

η j

(ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j(η) · f ◦hη ◦ψ j(η)dη

∣∣∣∣ ,
(22)

where we have used that hη ◦ g−t(x) = hτ(s,−t,x) ◦ g−t(x) for any s ∈ [0,ρ ] in the first step and
(21) in the second. Inequality (16) follows taking the supremum over I ⊂ Iρ and applying Propo-
sition A.1 in the Appendix with ς = 1+α . Obviously, C1+α(t) in (59) is bounded by some Cω
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which depends on ω only through its C 2 norm .

For the ‖ · ‖1,α-norm we must estimate, for ϕ ∈ C 1+α , the absolute value of

IX :=
∫

I
X(L

(ω)
t f )ϕ dU and IV :=

∫

I
V (L

(ω)
t f )ϕ dU.

Let us start with IX . Recalling (19) and (8), we have

X(L
(ω)
t f ) = 2πı(〈ω,X〉 ◦g−t −〈ω,X〉) ·Gt,ω · J−t · f ◦g−t

+(Φ− ◦g−t −Φ−) ·Gt,ω · J−t f ◦g−t

+Gt,ω · J−t ·X( f ◦g−t).

(23)

Hence, using the change of variables as in (22) and the partition of unity ψ j as in (20), we have

|IX | ≤Cehtopt sup
I j

∣∣∣∣
∫ η j+ρ

η j

[ f · (〈ω,X〉−〈ω,X〉 ◦gt)]◦hη ◦ψ j · (Gt,ωϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j dη

+

∫ η j+ρ

η j

[ f · (Φ−−Φ− ◦gt)]◦hη ◦ψ j · (Gt,ωϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j dη

+
∫ η j+ρ

η j

X f ◦hη ◦ψ j · (Gt,ωϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j dη

∣∣∣∣.

To estimate the three terms above it is sufficient to note that

‖(〈ω,X〉−〈ω,X〉 ◦gt)◦hη ◦ψ j‖C α ≤C∗‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1

and

‖(Φ−−Φ− ◦gt)◦hη ◦ψ j‖C α ≤C∗‖Φ−‖C 1.

Therefore, by Proposition A.1 with ς = α in (59), we conclude that

(24)

∣∣∣∣
∫

I
X(L

(ω)
t f )ϕ dU

∣∣∣∣≤ ehtoptCω(‖ f‖0,α +‖X f‖0,α).

Let us now estimate IV . Recalling (19), (7) and Remark 3.3 we have,

V (L
(ω)
t f ) =2πı

(∫ t

0
Ju
−a · [V (〈ω,X〉)]◦g−a da−

∫ t

0
Ju
−a(VΦ−)◦g−a da

)
Gt,ω · J−t · f ◦g−t

+Gt,ω · J−t · Ju
−t ·V f ◦g−t .

Multiplying the above equation by ϕ ∈ C 1+α , integrating on I ⊂ Iρ and using the partition of
unity ψ j as in (22), yields

e−htopt |IV |

≤C♯ sup
I j

∣∣∣∣
∫ η j+ρ

η j

[
f

(∫ t

0
Ju
−a ◦gt ·V (〈ω,X〉)◦gt−a da

)]
◦hη ◦ψ j · (Gt,ωϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j dη

∣∣∣∣

+C♯ sup
I j

∣∣∣∣
∫ η j+ρ

η j

[
f

(∫ t

0
Ju
−a ◦gt(VΦ−)◦gt−a)da

)]
◦hη ◦ψ j · (Gt,ωϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j dη

∣∣∣∣

+C♯ sup
I j

∣∣∣∣
∫ η j+ρ

η j

(V f )◦hη ◦ψ j · Ju
−t ◦hη ◦ψ j · (Gt,ωϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j dη

∣∣∣∣.
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Let us call the three lines above I(1),I(2) and I(3) respectively. Proving that
∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
Ju
−a ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j ·V (〈ω,X〉)◦gt−a◦hη ◦ψ j da

∥∥∥∥
C α

≤ C∗

(1+α)
√
−k

‖V (〈ω,X〉)‖C α ,

∥∥∥∥
(∫ t

0
Ju
−a ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j · (VΦ−)◦gt−a ◦hη ◦ψ j)da

)∥∥∥∥
C α

≤ C∗

(1+α)
√
−k

‖V (Φ−)‖C α

can be done exactly5 as in the proof of Proposition A.1 (using Ju
t and V instead of Jt and U ) and

it is left to the reader. On the other hand, Proposition A.1 gives also ‖(Gt,ωϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j‖C α ≤
Cα(t). It follows that

I(1)+I(2) ≤ CC∗Cα(t)

(1+α)
√
−k

max{‖V (Φ+)‖C α ,‖V (〈ω,X〉)‖C α} · ‖ f‖0,α ≤Cω‖ f‖0,α .

Finally, let us estimate the C α norm of J−t ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j to bound J(3). Recalling (8) and since

|Ju
−t| ≤ e−

√
−kt ,

|(Ju
−t ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j)

′|=
∣∣∣∣
(

exp
∫ −t

0
Φ+ ◦ga ·gt ◦hη ◦ψ j da

)′∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
(Φ+ ◦gt−a ◦hη ◦ψ j)

′ dη

∣∣∣∣ · |J
u
−t ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j|

≤ C∗√
−k

‖Φ+‖C 1e−
√

−kt ,

where we have used (61). Therefore,

‖Ju
−t ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j‖C α ≤ ‖Ju

−t ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j‖C 1 ≤ C∗√
−k

‖Φ+‖C 1e−
√

−kt .

Also, Proposition A.1 gives ‖(Gt,ωϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ j‖C α ≤C1+α(t), and we conclude that

J(3) ≤ C∗C1+α(t)√
−k

‖Φ+‖C 1e−
√

−kt · ‖ f‖1,α ≤Cωe−
√

−kt‖ f‖1,α .

We have obtained

e−htopt

∣∣∣∣
∫

I
V (L

(ω)
t f )ϕ dU

∣∣∣∣≤Cω

(
‖ f‖0,α + e−

√
−kt‖ f‖1,α

)
.(25)

By (24) and (25), we conclude that

‖L(ω)
t f‖1,α ≤Cωehtopt

(
e−

√
−kt‖ f‖1,α +‖ f‖0,α +‖X f‖0,α

)
.

To obtain the estimate with the ‖ · ‖0,1+α -norm, we use a trick from [25] involving mollifiers.
For each 0 < ε < ρ , let us consider ϕε obtained by convoluting ϕ ∈ C α

c (I) with a mollifier jε
with support in [0,ε] and

∫
jε = 1 so that,6

(26) ‖ϕε −ϕ‖C 0 ≤C♯ε‖ϕ‖C α , ‖ϕε −ϕ‖C α ≤C♯, ‖ϕε‖C 1+α ≤C♯ε
−1.

5Recall that, by Remark 3.3, |Ju
−t | ≤ e−

√
kt .

6The claimed estimates are straightforward once one note that, if jε(x) = ε−1 j(ε−1x) where j ∈ C
∞,supp j ⊂

[−1,1],
∫

j = 1, then ∫
jε (x− y)ϕ(y)dy =

∫
jε(y)ϕ(x− y)dy.
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For any v ∈ {X ,V} we can write
∫

I
v(L

(ω)
t f )ϕ dU =

∫

I
v(L

(ω)
t f )(ϕ −ϕε)dU +

∫

I
v(L

(ω)
t f )ϕε dU.

Hence the above computations and Proposition A.1 with ϕε and ϕ −ϕε as test functions give
Aω ,Bω(ε)> 0, where Bω(ε) may depend on ε , such that

e−htopt‖L(ω)
t f‖1,α ≤ Aω max{e−

√
−kt ,ε}‖ f‖1,α +Bω(ε)(‖ f‖0,1+α +‖X f‖0,1+α).

Choosing ε = e−
√

−kt we conclude that there exists Bω(t)> 0 such that

e−htopt‖L(ω)
t f‖1,α ≤ Aωe−

√
−kt‖ f‖1,α +Bω(t)(‖ f‖0,1+α +‖X f‖0,1+α).

It remains to get rid of the dependence from t of the constant in front of the weak norm. Let us

choose T := Tω > 0 such that Aωe−
√

−kT ≤ e−λT < 1 which is possible since, by (2) and (6),√
−k ≥ λ . Hence, by (16),

(27) ‖L(ω)
t+T f‖1,α ≤ ehtopT e−λT‖L(ω)

t f‖1,α + ehtopT B′
ω(t)(‖ f‖0,1+α +‖X f‖0,1+α)

Writing t = n0T + s0, where s0 ∈ (0,T ) and iterating (27), we find Cω > 0 such that

‖L(ω)
t f‖1,α ≤ ehtopT n0e−λn0T‖L(ω)

s0 f‖1,α +
ehtoptB′′

ω(T )

1− e−λ
(‖ f‖0,1+α +‖X f‖0,1+α)

≤ ehtoptCω(e
−λ t‖ f‖1,α +‖ f‖0,1+α +‖X f‖0,1+α),

where we have used (16) and the fact that, by (23), X and L
(ω)
t commute up to a term Cω‖Lt f‖0,1+α

which can be bounded by (16). This concludes the proof. �

5.3. Lasota-Yorke inequality for R
(ω)
z . While the preceding result is essential for our subse-

quent estimates, it falls short of providing the desired spectral analysis for the operator L(ω)
t .

This limitation arises due to the term ‖X f‖0,1+α in (17), responsible for the absence of the com-
pactness ingredient required to apply Hennion’s theorem [33]. However, a common approach
to address this obstacle involves investigating the resolvent of the generator of the semigroup,
which will satisfy a true Lasota-Yorke inequality. This is the goal of this section. Firstly, we
need the following.

Lemma 5.5. For each ω ∈ Td , the family {L(ω)
t }t≥0 : B → B is a strongly continuous semi-

group of bounded operators and its generator is the closed operator Zω : Dom(Zω)→ B, with

Dom(Zω) = B, given by

Zω =−X +Φ−+2πı〈ω,X〉.

Proof. We claim that limt→0‖L(ω)
t f − f‖B = 0 for each f ∈B and each ω ∈Td , which implies

strong continuity. For any ε > 0, let fε ∈C r(M) such that ‖ fε − f‖B < ε . Then, by Lemma 5.4,

‖L(ω)
t f − f‖B ≤ ‖L(ω)

t ( f − fε)‖B +‖L(ω)
t fε − fε‖B +‖ f − fε‖B

≤ (Cω +1)ε +‖L(ω)
t fε − fε‖B.

Therefore, since ∂sL
(ω)
s fε ∈ C r−1,

‖L(ω)
t fε − fε‖B =

∥∥∥∥
∫ t

0
∂sL

(ω)
s fεds

∥∥∥∥
B

≤ t sup
0≤s≤t

∥∥∥∂sL
(ω)
s fε

∥∥∥
B

≤ tC(ω, fε),

for some C(ω, fε)> 0 which depends on ω and fε but not on t. This implies the claim.
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Let us show the formula for Zω . We must compute

Zω f = lim
t→0

L
(ω)
t f − f

t
= (∂tL

(ω)
t f )|t=0, f ∈ C

r−1(M).

We have

∂tL
(ω)
t f =∂t(Lt(e

2πıFt,ω f )) = ∂t(J−t · [e2πıFt,ω f ]◦g−t)

=∂tJ−t · (e2πıFt,ω f )◦g−t + J−t · e2πıFt,ω◦g−t [2πı∂t(Ft,ω ◦g−t) f ◦g−t +∂t( f ◦g−t)].

Computing the above in t = 0 yields

(∂tL
(ω)
t f )|t=0 =

(
Φ−+2πı(∂t(Ft,ω ◦g−t))|t=0−X

)
f .

To compute the last term, by (13) we have, for each x ∈ M,

2πı∂t(Ft,ω ◦g−t(x)) = 2πı∂t

∫ 0

−t
〈ω,X〉 ◦gs(x)ds = 2πı〈ω,X〉 ◦g−t(x),

whereby 2πı(∂t(Ft,ω ◦g−t))|t=0 = 2πı〈ω,X〉. �

For each ω ∈ Td , let

R
(ω)
z f = (z−Zω)

−1 f

be the resolvent of the generator Zω , for z not in the spectrum of Zω on B. It is easy to prove,
by induction, that, for each n ≥ 1,

(28) [R
(ω)
z ]n f =

1
(n−1)!

∫ ∞

0
tn−1e−ztL

(ω)
t f dt.

The following is a true Lasota-Yorke type inequality for the resolvent.

Lemma 5.6. For each ω ∈ T
d and z ∈ C with Re(z)> htop, n ∈ N, and f ∈ C

r, we have

(29) ‖[R(ω)
z ]n‖Bw

≤ Cω

(Re(z)−htop)n

and

(30) ‖[R(ω)
z ]n f‖B ≤Cω

(
1

(Re(z)−htop+λ )n
‖ f‖B +

|z|+1
(Re(z)−htop)n

‖ f‖Bw

)
.

Proof. Since, for each n ≥ 1,

(31)

∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

0

tn−1

(n−1)!
e−zt dt

∣∣∣∣6
∫ ∞

0

tn−1

(n−1)!
e−Re(z)t dt 6

1
Re(z)n

,

inequality (29) is obtained by (28) and (16) :

‖[R(ω)
z ]n f‖Bw

≤ Cω

(n−1)!
‖ f‖Bw

∫ ∞

0
e−(Re(z)−htop)ttn−1 dt =

Cω

(Re(z)−htop)n
‖ f‖Bw

.

To prove inequality (30) we introduce the truncated resolvent as in [23]: for t0 > 0 and n ∈ N

let

R
(ω)
z (n) :=

1
(n−1)!

∫ ∞

t0

tn−1e−ztL
(ω)
t dt.

By Lemma 5.4, for each n ≥ t0e(Re(z)−htop+λ ), we have

‖[R(ω)
z ]n −R

(ω)
z (n)‖B ≤Cω

∫ t0

0

tn−1e(−Re(z)+htop)t

(n−1)!
dt ≤Cω

tn
0

n!
≤Cω

(
Re(z)−htop+λ

)−n
.
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It is thus enough to estimate, for ϕ ∈ C 1+α , ‖ϕ‖C 1+α ≤ 1, and v ∈ {X ,V}, the absolute value
of

(32)
∫ ∞

t0

tn−1e−zt

(n−1)!

∫

I
v(L

(ω)
t f )ϕ dU dt.

If v =V then the computation is exactly as the one done to prove (25), and (31) yields
∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

t0

tn−1e−zt

(n−1)!

∫

I
v(L

(ω)
t f )ϕ dU dt

∣∣∣∣≤Cω

(
‖ f‖1,α

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ ∞

t0

tn−1e(−z+htop)te−λ t

(n−1)!
dt

∣∣∣∣∣+‖ f‖0,α

)

≤Cω

(
1

(Re(z)−htop+λ )n
‖ f‖1,α +‖ f‖0,α

)
.

If v = X , we start from (23) from the proof of Lemma 5.4. The first two terms are estimated as
in the aforementioned proof, so that their contributions in (32) are bounded by

Cω

(Re(z)−htop)n
‖ f‖0,α .

It remains to estimate the integral involving the term Gt,ω · J−t ·X( f ◦ g−t), which is the one
responsabile of the missing ingredient in the Lasota-Yorke for the semigroup. In the present
case, the key observation is X( f ◦g−t) =− d

dt
f ◦g−t so that, Fubini theorem and integration by

parts yield
∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

t0

tn−1e−zt

(n−1)!

∫

I
Gt,ω · J−t ·X( f ◦g−t)ϕ dU dt

∣∣∣∣

≤
∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

t0

∫

I

(
tn−2e−zt

(n−2)!
− z

tn−1e−zt

(n−1)!

)
Gt,ω · J−t ·ϕ · f ◦g−t dU dt

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ ∞

t0

∫

I

tn−1e−zt

(n−1)!
d
dt

(Gt,ω · J−t) ·ϕ · f ◦g−t dU dt

∣∣∣∣+
∣∣∣∣∣

∫

I

tn−1
0 e−zt0

(n−1)!
(Gt0,ω · J−t0) ·ϕ · f ◦g−t0 dU

∣∣∣∣∣ .

The integrals involving the term Gt,ω · J−t ·ϕ in the test function can be treated as in the proof
of Lemma 5.4 (as for the first two terms in (23)) and, using again (31), are bounded by

Cω
|z|

(Re(z)−htop)n
‖ f‖0,α .

Finally, recalling (18) and (7), we have

d
dt

Gt,ω = 2πı〈ω,X〉 ◦g−t ·Gt,ω ,

d
dt

J−t = Φ− ◦g−t · J−t,

(33)

which are also of the same kind of the the first two terms in (23). Therefore, the integral
involving the term d

dt
(Gt,ω · J−t) is bounded by

Cω
1

(Re(z)−htop)n
‖ f‖0,α .

Gathering the above estimates and taking the sup over ϕ ∈ C 1+α ,v ∈ {X ,V}, I ⊂ Iρ , we obtain

‖[R(ω)
z ]n f‖1,α ≤Cω

(
1

(Re(z)−htop +λ )n
‖ f‖1,α +

|z|+1
(Re(z)−htop)n

‖ f‖0,α

)
.

To obtain the desired estimate for each n ≥ 1 and for the norm ‖ · ‖0,1+α we use the same
mollifier trick used in (26) and we proceed analogously by iterating the inequality. �

Corollary 5.7. For each ω ∈ Td and z ∈ C with Re(z)> htop, we have:
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(i) The spectral radius of R
(ω)
z on B is |Re(z)−htop|−1.

(ii) The essential spectral radius of R
(ω)
z on B is bounded by |Re(z)− htop + λ |−1 and

the set {z ∈ sp(Zω |B) : Re(z) > htop − λ} consists of isolated eigenvalues with finite

multiplicity

(iii) htop is the only element of the set (peripheral spectrum) {z ∈ sp(Zω |B) | Re(z) = htop}
and it is a simple eigenvalue.

(iv) If µ denote the unique invariant probability measure for ht , then µ ∈ B′
w.

(v) The function z →Rω
z ∈B admits a holomorphic extension to {z∈C : Re(z)> htop} and

a meromorphic extension to {z ∈ C : Re(z)> htop −λ}.

Proof. Given Lemma 5.6, (i),(ii) and (iii) follow by [31, Proposition 2.10, Corollary 2.11]. Let
us prove that µ ∈ B′

w. First we note that, by unique ergodicity (see [38]) we have

µ( f ) = lim
T→∞

1
T

∫
f ◦hs(x)ds.

Moreover, by [2, Lemma 4.6], for each f ∈ C 0, µ( f ) = µ(e−htoptLt f ). Next, dividing [0,T ] by
T intervals of length smaller than ρ , we have by (16),

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
(Lt f )◦hs(x)ds

∣∣∣∣≤ T‖Lt f‖0,1+α ≤CωTehtopt‖ f‖0,1+α .

Therefore,

|µ( f )|= |µ(e−htoptLt f )|=
∣∣∣∣e

−htopt lim
T→∞

1
T

∫ T

0
(Lt f )◦hs(x)ds

∣∣∣∣≤Cω‖ f‖0,1+α ,

and µ ∈ B′
w concluding the proof of (iv).

Let us prove (v). The assertion on the holomorphic and meromorphic extensions follow from
a straightforward adaptation of [11, Theorem 2]. Indeed, the main ingredients are the bounds

on the spectral and essential spectral radius of R(ω)
z which, in our case, are given by (i) and (ii).

The proof of the very same theorem also provides the following formula for the extension: for
each v ∈ C such that Re(v)> (a−htop)

−1,

R
(ω)

a+ib−v−1 = R
(ω)
a+ib[1− v−1R

(ω)
a+ib]

−1,

which is meromorphic in the set {Re(v)> |a−htop +λ |−1}. �

6. THE SPECTRAL PICTURE

6.1. Spectral decomposition. We consider now the normalized operator

L̂
(ω)
t := e−htoptL

(ω)
t ,

for t ≥ 0. The family {L̂(ω)
t : t ≥ 0} form a strongly continuous semigroup with generator7

Ẑω =−X +Φ−−htop +2πı〈ω,X〉

and resolvent R̂(ω)
z =R

(ω)
z+htop

.
We can now establish the following spectral decomposition for the normalized operators.

Proposition 6.1. There exists δ ∈ (0,htop) such that, for each ω ∈ Td , there exist a finite set

{z j(ω) : j = 1, . . . ,Nω} ⊂ {z ∈ C : −δ < Re(z)≤ 0},

7The proof of this fact is a trivial modification of the proof of Lemma 5.5.
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finite rank projectors Π j,ω : B → B, nilpotent operators N j,ω : B → B, and a family of

operators t 7→ Qω,t satisfying Π j,ωQω,t = Qω,tΠ j,ω = 0, Π j,ωΠk,ω = δ j k, and Π j,ωN j,ω =
N j,ωΠ j,ω =N j,ω , such that

L̂
(ω)
t =

Nω

∑
j=1

et z j(ω)etN j,ω Π j,ω +Qω,t .

Moreover, Qω,t satisfies the following: for each p < δ , there exists Cp,ω > 0 such that, for each

f ∈ Dom(Ẑω) and t ≥ 0,

(34) ‖Qω,t f‖Bw
≤Cp,ω e−pt‖Ẑω f‖B.

One key ingredient to prove the result is the following Dolgopyat’s Inequlity.

Proposition 6.2 (Dolgopyat’s Inequlity). There exist β ,ν,c > 0 and Cω > 0 such that, for each

z = a+ ib with |b|> β and a > 0,

(35) ‖[R(ω)
a+ib+htop

]ñ‖B ≤Cω(a+ν)−ñ, where ñ = ⌊γ log |b|⌋

for some γ ∈ (0,c/ log(1+ν/a)).

The proof of Proposition 6.2 is postponed to §6.2. We now use it to prove Proposition 6.1.

Proof of Proposition 6.1. The statement is a consequence of [10, Theorem 1] applied to the

resolvent R
(ω)
z+htop

, once we verify the corresponding assumptions. More precisely, we replace
Assumption (A3) in Butterley’s Theorem with the slightly weaker Dolgopyat’s Inequality in
Proposition 6.2: in doing so, the information we obtain on the resonances is limited to a possibly
smaller strip {z : −δ < Re(z) ≤ 0} (rather than {z : −λ < Re(z) ≤ 0}), which however is
sufficient for our purposes.

The remaining two assumptions to verify are

(A1) There exists Cω > 0 such that t−1‖L̂(ω)
t − Id‖B→Bw

≤Cω for all t ≥ 0, where

‖L̂(ω)
t − Id‖B→Bw

= sup
f∈B

‖ f ‖B≤1

‖L̂(ω)
t f − f‖Bw

.

(A2) The essential spectral radius of R̂(ω)
z : B → B is not greater than (ℜ(z)+λ )−1 for all

ℜ(z)> 0.

Condition (A2) follows from Corollary 5.7 applied to R
(ω)
z+htop

. It remains to prove (A1).

Let f ∈ B with ‖ f‖B ≤ 1, ϕ ∈ C 1+α ,‖ϕ‖C 1+α ≤ 1 and I ∈ Iρ , then
∫ ρ

0
(L̂

(ω)
t f − f )ϕ dU =

∫ ρ

0

∫ t

0
∂s(L̂

(ω)
s f )ϕ dU ds

=e−htopt

∫ ρ

0

∫ t

0
∂s(Gs,ωJ−s f ◦g−s)ϕ dU ds

=e−htopt
∫ ρ

0

∫ t

0
∂s(Gs,ωJ−s) f ◦g−sϕ dU ds

+ e−htopt
∫ ρ

0

∫ t

0
(Gs,ωJ−s)∂s( f ◦g−s)ϕ dU ds.

The integral in the penultimate line above is bounded by Cωehtopt‖ f‖0,1+α (indeed, recall (33)
and the computation in the proof of Lemma 5.4). For the integral in the last line we can argue
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as in (20) and (22) to obtain
∫ ρ

0

∫ t

0
∂s( f ◦g−t)Gs,ωJ−s dU ds

=
∫ t

0

∫ ρ

0
∂u( f ◦g−u)|u=0

◦g−sGs,ωJ−s dU ds

≤C♯e
htopt

∫ t

0
sup

I j

∣∣∣∣
∫ η j+ρ

η j

(ϕGs,ω)◦gs ◦hη ◦ψ j(η) ·∂u( f ◦g−u)|u=0
◦hη ◦ψ j(η)dη

∣∣∣∣ds

≤Cω tehtopt‖ f‖1,α ,

since f ∈ B. Taking the sup over ϕ ∈ C 1+α ,‖ϕ‖C 1+α ≤ 1, I ∈ Iρ , we have thus proved that

‖L̂(ω)
t f − f‖Bw

≤Cω t‖ f‖B

which proves (A1) and completes the proof. �

6.2. Dolgopyat’s Inequality. In this section we are proving Proposition 6.2. Specifically, we
are going to reduce the problem to the analogous estimate for the untwisted transfer operator
and refer to Liverani’s paper [31] (actually, to [17, Chapter 5], which contains an expanded
argument) for the conclusion of the proof.

We need to prove that there exist β > 0 (which will be chosen large), ν > 0 and Cω ,c > 0
such that, for each z = a+ ib with |b|> β and a > 0,

(36) ‖[R(ω)
a+ib+htop

]ñ‖B ≤Cω(a+ν)−ñ, where ñ = ⌊γ log |b|⌋

for some γ ∈ (0,c/ log(1+λ/a)).
In order to exploit inequality (30) it is convenient to introduce the weighted norm on B,

‖ f‖†
B

:= max{‖ f‖Bw
, |z|−1‖ f‖B}.

Since |z| > 1 (taking β > 1), we have ‖ f‖†
B

≤ ‖ f‖B ≤ |z|‖ f‖†
B

, the norms ‖ f‖†
B

and ‖ f‖B

are equivalent, and it is sufficient to prove (36) for ‖ · ‖†. Moreover, if ‖R(ω)
a+ib+htop

f‖†
B

=

|z|−1‖R(ω)
a+ib+htop

f‖B, by (30)

an‖[R(ω)
a+ib+htop

]n f‖†
B
≤ Cω

|z|

(
a

a+λ

)n

‖ f‖B +Cω(1+ |z|−1)‖ f‖Bw

=Cω (1+λ/a)−n‖ f‖†
B
+Cω‖ f‖Bw

.

Therefore, choosing n0 and δ ∈ (0,1) such that Cω(1+λ/a)−n < δ n, for each n ≥ n0, we have

(37) ‖[R(ω)
a+ib+htop

]n f‖†
B
≤ (δa−1)n‖ f‖†

B
+Cωa−n‖ f‖Bw

, ∀n ≥ n0.

In order to prove (36), writing ñ = 2n and using (37), it is sufficient to show that there exists
ν̃ > 0 such that

(38) ‖[R(ω)
a+ib+htop

]ñ f‖Bw
≤Cω(a+ ν̃)−ñ‖ f‖†

B
∀ f ∈ B.

Thus, for f ∈ C
r,ϕ ∈ C

1+α(I),‖ϕ‖C 1+α ≤ 1, we want to bound

(39)

∣∣∣∣
∫

I
ϕ[R

(ω)
z+htop

]n f dU

∣∣∣∣ .

The rough idea to estimate the above integral is the following: thanks to the computations
provided in the Appendix A, which offer an estimate of the C 1+α -norm of the weight Gt,ω

along specific directions, we are able to partition our integral into horocycle segments. This
partitioning allows us to apply here the same argument outlined in [17, Section 5.7] to prove



24 ROBERTO CASTORRINI AND DAVIDE RAVOTTI

the analogous estimate (38) for the classical transfer operator8. The critical factors enabling this
are the renormalization provided by Lemma 3.1 and the one-dimensionality of the stable and
unstable manifolds.

For the beginning of the proof we follow closely [17, Section 5.7].
Step I (Localizing in time). Let t∗ > 0 small9 to be chosen later depending on |b|−1. Let

p̃ : R → R be an even function supported on (−1,1) with a single maximum at 0, satisfying
∑ℓ∈Z p̃(t − ℓ) = 1 for any t ∈ R. Define p(s) = p̃(s/t∗) and write

[R
(ω)
z+htop

]n f =

∫ ∞

0

tn−1

(n−1)!
e−ztL̂

(ω)
t f dt =

∫ t∗

0
p(s)

sn−1

(n−1)!
e−zsL̂

(ω)
s f ds

+ ∑
ℓ∈N0

∫ t∗

−t∗
p(s)

(s+ ℓt∗)n−1

(n−1)!
e−z(s+ℓt∗)L̂

(ω)
ℓt∗+s f ds.

It is convenient to introduce the notation

pn,ℓ,z(s) := p(s)
(s+ ℓt∗)n−1

(n−1)!
e−z(s+ℓt∗), for ℓ> 1,

pn,0,z(s) := p(s)
sn−1

(n−1)!
e−zsχs>0

where χA is the indicator function of the set A. Therefore, the integral (39) becomes

(40)
∫

I
ϕ[R

(ω)
z+htop

]n f dU = ∑
ℓ∈N

∫ t∗

−t∗
pn,ℓ,z(s)

∫

I
ϕL̂

(ω)
ℓt∗+s

f dU ds.

Step II (Chopping the spatial integral). Note that, by (19),

L̂
(ω)
ℓt∗+s

f = e−htop(ℓt∗+s) ·Gℓt∗+s,ω · J−(ℓt∗+s) ·L(0)
ℓt∗
(L

(0)
s f ),

where L
(0)
ξ

f := f ◦g−ξ . Therefore, for each ℓ ∈ N and s ∈ (−t∗, t∗),
∫

I
ϕL̂

(ω)
ℓt∗+s f dU = e−htop(ℓt∗+s)

∫ ρ

0
(ϕ ·Gℓt∗+s,ω)◦hu · J−(ℓt∗+s) ◦hu · (L(0)

s f )◦gℓt∗ ◦hu du.(41)

We observe that, directly from its definition (7), we can write

J−(ℓt∗+s) = J−ℓt∗ · J−s ◦g−ℓt∗;

in particular, Lemma 3.1 and the usual change of variables η = τ(u,−ℓt∗,x) give us
∫

I
ϕL̂

(ω)
ℓt∗+s

f dU = e−htop(ℓt∗+s)
∫ τ(ρ,−ℓt∗,x)

0
(ϕ ·Gℓt∗+s,ω)◦gℓt∗ ◦hη · J−s ◦hη · (L(0)

s f )◦hη dη.

Introducing the partition of unity {ψ j} j supported on g−ℓt∗(I) used in (22), we get
∫

I
ϕL̂

(ω)
ℓt∗+s

f dU = e−htop(ℓt∗+s)∑
j

∫

I j

[(ϕ ·Gℓt∗+s,ω)◦gℓt∗ ·J−s]◦hη ◦ψ j(η) ·(L(0)
s f )◦hη ◦ψ j(η)dη.

Step III (Localizing in space). Letting ε > 0 small10 to be chosen later depending on |b|−1,
and possibly using another partition of unity11 {φi,ε}i supported on a ball of radius ε , in the

8As pointed out in the aforementioned book, it is enough to get an estimate in term of the C 1 norm of f and
then use the mollifiers in [17, Lemma 5.3] to get the desired bound.

9This parameter corresponds to τ in [17].
10This parameter corresponds to r in [17].
11See e.g the partition of unity used in [17, (5.7.7)].
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above integral we can consider points at distance smaller than ε , let us say the integral is over
Ii, j,ε of length ε . We then get

(42)
∫

I
ϕL̂

(ω)
ℓt∗+s f dU = e−htop(ℓt∗+s)

∑
i

∑
j

∫

Ii, j,ε

φi,ε [(ϕ ·Gℓt∗+s,ω)◦gℓt∗ · J−s]◦hη ◦ψ j(η) · (L(0)
s f )◦hη ◦ψ j(η)dη.

Step IV (Reducing to the classical transfer operator). We know we can bound ‖J−s‖C 0 ≤
C♯e

λ s and ‖J−s ◦h(·)‖C 1 ≤C♯e
2λ s. Similarly, using Proposition A.1, we can also bound

‖Gℓt∗+s,ω ◦gℓt∗ ◦h(·)‖C 1 ≤ ‖Gℓt∗+s,ω ◦gℓt∗+s ◦h(·)‖C 1 · ‖τ(·,−s,x)‖C 1 ≤C♯e
λ s;

so that

‖(ϕ ·Gℓt∗+s,ω)◦gℓt∗ ◦h(·)‖C 1 ≤C♯‖ϕ ◦gℓt∗ ◦h(·)‖C α eλ s ≤C♯‖ϕ ◦h(·)‖C 1eλ s ≤C♯e
λ s.

Let J−s and ϕt,ω be the average value of, respectively, J−s and (ϕ ·Gℓt∗+s,ω) ◦ gℓt∗ over Ii, j,ε .
The previous computations tell us that

‖[(ϕ ·Gℓt∗+s,ω)◦gℓt∗ · J−s]◦h(·)−ϕ t,ω J−s‖C 0 ≤C♯εe2λ s.

Furthermore, since ‖ϕ ·Gℓt∗+s,ω‖C 0 ≤ 1, from (42), we obtain

(43)
∫

I
ϕL̂

(ω)
ℓt∗+s f dU = e−htop(ℓt∗+s)

∑
i

∑
j

(
J−s

∫

Ii, j,ε

φi,ε

[
(L

(0)
s f )◦hη ◦ψ j(η)+Oω(ε(1+λ t∗)‖ f‖∞)

]
dη

)
,

where Oω may include constants of the type Cω .
The number of summands in j is proportional to ehtopℓt∗ (recall (41)), and J−s = O(ehtops).

Gathering all the above into (40), and using the fact that
∣∣∣∣∣ ∑
ℓ∈N0

∫ t∗

−t∗
p(s)

(s+ ℓt∗)n−1

(n−1)!
e−z(s+ℓt∗) ds

∣∣∣∣∣≤ a−n,

we have obtained
∫

I
ϕ[R

(ω)
z+htop

]n f dU = ∑
ℓ∈N

∑
i

∑
j

∫ t∗

−t∗
pn,ℓ,z(s)e

−htop(ℓt∗+s)J−s

∫

Ii, j,ε

φε,i(L
(0)
s f )◦hη ◦ψ j(η)dη ds

+Oω(εt∗a−n‖ f‖∞).

We have finally reduced the problem to the setting of [17, §5.7]: since L
(0)
s is the classical

transfer operator for the geodesic flow, the above integral can be estimated proceeding exactly12

as in [17], starting from integral [17, (5.7.8)] and choosing ε and t∗ opportunely small with
respect to |b|−1, giving the desired estimate.

12Note that in the integral [17, (5.7.8)] the presence of the Jacobian Jℓ, j,i is replaced here by e−htopt · J−s. As
we remarked before, recall the fact that the manifolds I j grow with a volume (length) proportional to ehtopℓt∗ and
J−s · ehtops = O(1).
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6.3. A Guivarc’h-Nagaev approach. In this section we are going to use a spectral argument,
originally due to Guivarc’h and Nagaev13, to study the analytic properties of the leading eigen-

value of L(ω)
t . Unfortunately, we cannot use quasi-compactness of the semigroup. Nevertheless,

the information on the peripheral spectrum of L̂t and the quasi-compactness of the resolvent will
be enough to performe an analogous computation.

We show that, in Proposition 6.1, the only pole with zero real part occurs at ω = 0 and is
simple.

Proposition 6.3. Let ω ∈ T
d , and let j ∈ {1, . . . ,Nω} be so that Re z j(ω) = 0. Then, ω = 0,

j = 1, z1(0) = 0, and the associated eigenprojection Π1,0 has rank 1. Furthermore, L̂′
t µ = µ ,

there exists an integrable function φ ∈ L1(vol), which is positive vol-almost everywhere, such

that

(44) φ(x) = L̂tφ(x) = e−htoptJ−t(x)φ(g−t(x)),

and the measure dm = φ dµ is the measure of maximal entropy for the geodesic flow.

Proof. From Proposition 6.1, we already know that all poles have real part not larger than 0.
Assume that z j(ω) is such that Re z j(ω) = 0. We first show that the associated nilpotent N j is
zero.

By contradiction, assume that N j 6= 0: then, there exists u ∈ B so that ‖etN ju‖B ≥ tn/n! for
some n ≥ 1. Since C r is dense in B and Π j,ω is continuous, we deduce Π j,ωC r = Π j,ωB. This
implies that u = Π j,ω f for some f ∈ C

r. Then, the Lasota-Yorke bound (17) yields

tn

n!
≤ ‖etN ju‖B = ‖L̂(ω)

t f‖B ≤Cω(‖ f‖B +‖X f‖Bw
);

which is the desired contradiction, since the right hand side above is uniformly bounded in t.
Furthermore, as in [2, Lemma 4.6], for ω = 0, the pole z1(0) = 0 is simple, the associated
eigenvector of the dual operator is the invariant measure µ = Π′

1,0(1), where Π′
1,0 is the cor-

responding projection in the dual spectral decomposition, and there are no other poles on the
imaginary axis.

We now know that, if Re z j(ω) = 0, for any u ∈ Π j,ω(B) we can write u = Π j,ω f for some

f ∈ C r and we have L̂
(ω)
t f = et z j(ω)Π j,ω f . In particular,

u = Π j,ω f = lim
t→∞

e−t z j(ω)L̂
(ω)
t f ,

where the latter limit holds in Bw. Recall that Bw ⊂ (C r)∗. Since, for any ψ ∈ C r, we have

|u(ψ)|= lim
t→∞

∣∣∣〈L̂(ω)
t f ,ψ〉

∣∣∣≤ ‖ f‖∞ · ‖ψ‖∞,

by [44, Sec. I4], the distribution u is actually a (signed) Radon measure.
We claim that the measure u is absolutely continuous with respect to vol. Indeed, for any

ψ ∈ C
r, we have

|u(ψ)| ≤ ‖ f‖∞ lim
t→∞

〈L̂(0)
t (1), |ψ|〉= ‖ f‖∞ lim

t→∞
e−htopt〈J−t, |ψ|〉.

By Fubini, it is enough to consider the integral of J−t · |ψ| along horocycle orbit segments. Let
us fix ε > 0 and x ∈ M, and we compute

e−htopt
∫ ε

0
(J−t · |ψ|)◦hs(x)ds = e−htopt

∫ ε

0
J−t(hs(x)) · |ψ| ◦gt ◦hτ(s,−t,x)(g−t(x))ds

= e−htopt

∫ τ(ε,−t,x)

0
|ψ| ◦gt ◦hs(g−t(x))ds,

13See [24] for a review of the argument.
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where we used the usual change of variable. By the Mean-Value Theorem, using also Lemma 3.6,
there exists ξ ∈ [0,ε] such that

e−htopt
∫ ε

0
(J−t · |ψ|)◦hs(x)ds = e−htoptτ(ε,−t,x) · |ψ|(hξ(x))≤Cτε · |ψ|(hξ (x)).

Since ε > 0 was arbitrary, by definition of Riemann sums, we obtain

|u(ψ)| ≤ ‖ f‖∞ lim
t→∞

e−htopt〈J−t , |ψ|〉 ≤Cτ‖ f‖∞

∫

M
|ψ|dvol,

which proves our claim.

We can therefore identify u with its density in L1(vol). Now, the fact that L̂(ω)
t u = et z j(ω)u

implies that

|u|= |et z j(ω)u|= |L̂(ω)
t u| ≤ L̂

(0)
t |u| ≤ |u|,

which, in turn, yields L̂t |u|= |u|.
We now claim that |u|> 0 almost everywhere with respect to vol. Assume that this is not the

case; hence, for every ε > 0, there exists a horocycle segment I = {hs(x) : 0 ≤ s ≤ ℓ} of length
|I|= ℓ > 0 on which

∫
I |u| ≤ ℓε . Then,

ε ≥ 1
ℓ

∫ ℓ

0
|u| ◦hs(x)ds =

1
ℓ

∫ ℓ

0
(L̂t |u|)◦hs(x)ds =

e−htopt

ℓ

∫ τ(ℓ,−t,x)

0
|u| ◦hs(g−t(x))ds.

By unique ergodicity of the horocycle flow and by Lemma 3.6, letting t → ∞, we obtain

ε ≥C−1
τ µ(|u|)≥ 0.

Since ε was arbitrary, we deduce that µ(|u|) = 0. This is our desired contradiction: using
µ = Π′

1,0(1), we have

〈|u|,1〉= 〈|u|, L̂′
t(1)〉 → 〈|u|,µ〉= 0,

which would imply |u|= 0 vol-almost everywhere.
We have thus showed that there exists an almost everywhere positive function φ = |u| so that

φ = L̂tφ = e−htoptJ−t(x)φ(g−t(x)).

The measure m defined by dm = φ dµ is then equivalent to µ and invariant by the geodesic flow.
By Proposition 3.5, it is the measure of maximal entropy for (gt)t∈R.

Let us go back to the density u satisfying L̂
(ω)
t u = et z j(ω)u. We can write u = e2πıℓω φ for

some function ℓω . Recalling (14), we deduce

L̂tφ = φ = e−2πıℓω u = e−2πıℓω−t z j(ω)L̂
(ω)
t u = e−2πıℓω−t z j(ω)L̂t(e

2πıFω ,t u)

= L̂t(e
−2πıℓω◦gt−t z j(ω)+2πıFω ,t+2πıℓω φ).

The above equation implies

Fω,t − t
z j(ω)

2πı
= ℓω ◦gt − ℓω ,

which, by ergodicity, gives z j(ω) = 2πı
∫
〈ω,X〉dm = 0, see [36]. Furthermore, since Fω,t is

not a coboundary whenever ω 6= 0, we obtain the desired contradiction. �

We are ready to state the main result of this section.

Proposition 6.4. There exist δ > 0 and a neighborhood N0 of ω = 0 for which the following

properties hold.

(A) ‖L̂(ω)
t f‖Bw

≤Ce−δ t‖Ẑω f‖B for all ω /∈N0.
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(B) For all ω ∈N0, there exist z(ω) ∈ C, with z(0) = 0 and Rez(ω)≤ 0, a rank-1 projector

Πω , and a family of operators t 7→ Qω,t with Πω Qω,t = Qω,t Πω = 0, such that

L̂
(ω)
t f = et z(ω)Πω +Qω,t ,

and Qω,t satisfies ‖Qω,t f‖Bw
≤Ce−δ t‖Ẑω f‖B.

(C) The functions ω → zω := z(ω),Πω ,Qω,t are analytic on N0 and, denoting by Dω the

derivative in direction ω ,

(45) ℜ(Dωz(0)) = 0 and ℑ(Dωz(0)) = 2π
∫

M
〈ω,X〉dm = 0.

(D) The immaginary part of the second order term in the Taylor expansion of zω in N0 is

zero, while the real part is given by the following negative-definite quadratic form σ(ω)
on H1(S,R):

(46) σ(ω) =−4π2 lim
t→∞

1
t

∫

M

(∫ t

0
〈ω,X〉 ◦gs(x)ds

)2

dm.

Proof. (A) and (B) follow from Proposition 6.1 and Proposition 6.3, combined with the fact that
the eigenvalues z j(ω) vary continuously in ω .

Let us prove (C). The analyticity results follow by standard perturbation theory [35]. Let us
prove (45). Let φ0 = 1/φ > 0 be given by (44), in particular dµ = φ0 dm. We have, by measure
invariance,

∫
exp

(
2πı

t
Fω,t

)
φ0 dm =

∫
exp

(
2πı

t
Fω,t

)
· e−htoptJt(gt(x))φ0(gt(x))dm

=

∫
exp

(
2πı

t
Fω,t ◦g−t

)
· e−htoptJt(x)φ0(x)dm

=

∫
L
(ω

t
)

t (1)φ0 dm.

We use the spectral decomposition of L̂(ω)
t to obtain

∫
exp

(
2πı

t
Fω,t

)
φ0 dm =

∫
[exp(tz ω

t
)Π ω

t
(1)+Q ω

t
,t(1)]φ0 dm.(47)

Let us evaluate the right hand side of the above equation. For the second term, we use (34) and
the fact that µ ∈ B

′
w, obtaining that
∣∣∣∣
∫

Q ω
t
,t(1)φ0 dm

∣∣∣∣≤ ‖Q ω
t
,t(1)‖Bw

≤Cp,ω e−pt‖Ẑ(1)‖B,

which implies

lim
t→∞

∫
Q ω

t
,t(1)φ0 dm = 0.

We focus now on the first term in the right hand side of (47). We note that, denoting by Π′
0

the spectral projector on the eigenvalue z = 0 in the decomposition of the dual operator L′
t , it

follows that ∫
Π0(1)φ0 dm = [Π′

0(µ)]1 = µ(1) = 1,

hence

lim
t→∞

exp(tz ω
t
)
∫

Π ω
t
(1)φ0 dm = exp(〈∇z(0),ω〉)

∫
Π0(1)φ0 dm = exp(〈∇z(0),ω〉).

We have then proved that

lim
t→∞

∫
exp

(
2πı

t
Fω,t

)
φ0 dm = exp(〈∇z(0),ω〉).
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On the other hand, by ergodicity, for m–almost every x ∈ M we have

2πı

t
Fω,t =

2πı

t

∫ t

0
〈ω,X〉 ◦gs(x)ds → 2πı

∫
〈ω,X〉dm,

as t → ∞. Thus,

exp(〈ω,∇z(0)〉) = exp

(
2πı

∫
〈ω,X〉dm

)
,

which implies that, for every ω ∈ Td , we have

〈∇z(0),ω〉= 2π ı

∫
〈ω,X〉dm.

Considering the real and imaginary parts yields to

ℜ(Dωz(0)) = 0 and ℑ(Dωz(0)) = 2π

∫

M
〈ω,X〉dm.

By [36], we have m(〈ω,X〉) = 0, which completes the proof.
Let us now prove (D). By the analytic perturbation result in (C) and Proposition 6.3, the

projections Πω are all of rank 1, thus there exists an analytic curve of eigenvectors uω ∈ B,

with u0 = φ by (44) in Proposition 6.3, satisfying L̂
(ω)
t uω = et z(ω)uω . We now differentiate

twice both sides of this equation. Differentiating once in direction η gives us

L̂t

(
2πı

(∫ t

0
〈η,X〉 ◦gs ds

)
e2πıFω ,t uω + e2πıFω ,t Dηuω

)
= t Dηz(ω)et z(ω)uω + et z(ω)Dηuω .

We differentiate again in direction ς at ω = 0, using the fact that Dηz(0) = 0, and we apply the
dual eigenvector µ on both sides; we obtain

Dς Dηz(0) =
1
t

µ

[
2πı

(∫ t

0
〈η,X〉 ◦gs ds

)
(Dς u0)+2πı

(∫ t

0
〈ς ,X〉 ◦gs ds

)
(Dηu0)

−4π2
(∫ t

0
〈η,X〉 ◦gs ds

)(∫ t

0
〈ς ,X〉 ◦gs ds

)
u0

]
.

Taking the limit as t → ∞, ergodicity of the geodesic flow implies that the first two summands
in the right hand side above vanish; hence, we conclude

Dς Dη z(0) = lim
t→∞

−4π2

t

∫ (∫ t

0
〈η,X〉 ◦gs ds

)(∫ t

0
〈ς ,X〉 ◦gs ds

)
dm,

which proves the result. �

Remark 6.5. Using the Taylor expansion for z(ω) and the spectral decomposition of L
( ω√

t
)

t 1,
the above proposition should provide another proof of the CLT for geodesic flows on compact

manifolds for the observable ψ(x) = 〈ω,X〉(x) with µ(ψ) = 0. Indeed, ϕt(ω) = µ(L
( ω√

t
)

t 1) is

the characteristic function of the process {(
√

t)−
1
2
∫ t

0〈·,X〉 ◦ gs ds}t∈R+ , and the above Proposi-

tion gives the convergence as t → ∞ of ϕt(ω) to e
1
2 σ(ω).

7. HOROCYCLE ERGODIC INTEGRALS

In this section we prove our main results: Theorem C on the power law in the compact case,
Theorem A on the asymptotics of ergodic integrals of the horocycle flow on the Abelian cover
M̃ and Theorem B on equidistribution for geodesic translates of horocycle segments. We first
collect some preliminary facts we will need in the proves.
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7.1. Preliminaries. Let T ≥ 1 and x ∈ M̃. From the renormalization relation (5) between geo-
desic and horocycle flow, it follows that the push-forward of the horocycle orbit segment start-
ing at x of length T under gt becomes a horocycle orbit segment of length τ(T, t,x), and, by
Lemma 3.6, we know that C−1

τ
T

e
htopt ≤ τ(T, t,x) ≤ Cτ

T

e
htopt . We will now prove some sharper

estimates on τ(T, t,x), using a simplified version of the argument we will use for the proof of
Theorem A. We also recall from Corollary 3.8 that the function τ(T, t, ·) is Deck-invariant, and
hence well defined on M.

As in Remark 5.1, here and henceforth by the symbol C♯ we indicate a positive constant
that depends only on the geometry of the system whose value is allowed to change in different
occurrences. We are interested in the ergodic integrals along horocycle orbits, and we want to
make sure that we can exploit the spectral results of Section 6 to study them. In order to do
that, we need the operation of taking an ergodic integral to be a well-defined functional on our
Banach spaces. Up to introducing an appropriate weight, this is indeed a direct consequence of
the definition of the weak norm.

Lemma 7.1. Let ψ : [0,1]→ C be of class C 1+α with compact support in (0,1). Then, for any

fixed x ∈ M, the functional

I[x,ψ] : f 7→
∫ 1

0
f ◦hs(x) ·ψ(s)ds,

defined for f ∈ C
r(M), extends to a continuous linear functional on Bw with norm

‖I[x,ψ]‖Bw→C ≤ ‖ψ‖C 1+α .

From the previous lemma, it follows that we need to “smoothen” the ergodic integrals along
horocycle orbits in order to see them as functionals on our Banach spaces.

Lemma 7.2. Fix x ∈ M̃, and let T ≥ 1, t ≥ 0, and 0 < B < T

2Cτ e
htopt . There exists ψ =

ψT,t,B : [0,τ(T, t,x)]→ [0,1] of class C 1+Lip so that ‖ψ ′‖C Lip ≤ (4/B)2 and, for any bounded

function f on M̃, we have
∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds−

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds

∣∣∣∣≤C♯‖ f‖∞ehtoptB.

Proof. Let us abbreviate τ = τ(T, t,x). We define the continuous, piecewise linear function
ψ ′ = ψ ′

T,t,B as

ψ ′(r) :=





4/B(1−|4r/B−3|) if B/2 ≤ r ≤ B,

0 if r ∈ [0,B/2]∪ [B,τ −B]∪ [τ −B/2,1],

4/B(4/B|r−1+3B/4|−1) if τ −B ≤ r ≤ τ −B/2,

which clearly satisfies the Lipschitz bound ‖ψ ′‖C Lip ≤ (4/B)2. Let ψ(r) =
∫ r

0 ψ ′(ξ )dξ be its
primitive with ψ(0) = 0. By definition, ψ(r) = 1 for all r ∈ [B,τ(T, t,x)−B]. Then, using
again Lemma 3.6, we see that ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x) = 1 for all s ∈ [C♯e

htoptB,τ −C♯e
htoptB]; the claim

now follows easily from the fact that ‖ψ‖∞ ≤ 1. �

Proposition 7.3. There exists δ∗ > 0 so that for all x ∈ M̃, and for all T ≥ 1 and 0 ≤ t ≤ logT
htop

,

we have ∣∣∣∣τ(T, t,x)−
T

ehtopt

∣∣∣∣≤C♯e
−δ∗t(1+ e−htoptT ).

Proof. Since the function τ(T, t,x) is periodic on M̃ by Corollary 3.8, we can replace x with its
projection p(x) ∈ M and we work on the compact manifold M.
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Let ψ = ψT,t,B be given by Lemma 7.2, where B will be fixed later. We have
∣∣∣∣T −

∫ T

0
1◦hs(x) ·ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)ds

∣∣∣∣≤C♯e
htoptB.

We now focus on the second integral above. From Equation (5) and Corollary 3.4, we obtain

∫ T

0
1◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds =

∫ T

0
1◦g−t ◦gt ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds

=
∫ T

0
1◦g−t ◦hτ(s,t,x) ◦gt(x) · J−t ◦gt ◦hs(x) ·

∂τ

∂ s
(s, t,x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds.

Doing a change of variable and setting xt = gt(x), we obtain
∫ T

0
1◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds =

∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
(1◦g−t)◦hs(xt) · J−t(hs(xt)) ·ψ(s)ds,

and the integral can be rewritten, using the normalized untwisted transfer operator, as
∫ T

0
1◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds = ehtopt

∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
L̂t(1)◦hs(xt) ·ψ(s)ds.

We now decompose the horocycle arc of length τ(T, t,x) into arcs of length 1 starting at points
{xt, j} j and introduce a smooth partition of unity {ρ j} j supported on these segments. Using the
notation introduced in Lemma 7.1, we obtain

∫ T

0
1◦hs(x) ·ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)ds = ehtopt ∑

j

I[xt, j,ψ ·ρ j](L̂t(1)).

We can now use the results in Section 6: the spectral decomposition of Proposition 6.4 at ω = 0
gives us

‖L̂t(1)−Π0(1)‖Bw
≤C♯‖Ẑ1‖Be−δ t ≤C♯e

−δ t ,

for some δ > 0; moreover, Π0(1) = µ(1) = 1. Therefore, we deduce,
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0
1◦hs(x) ·ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)ds− ehtopt ∑

j

I[xt, j,ψ ·ρ j](1)

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
1◦hs(x) ·ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)ds− ehtopt

∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
ψ(s)ds

∣∣∣∣

≤C♯e
(htop−δ )t |τ(T, t,x)| · ‖ψ‖C 1+α ≤C♯Te−δ tB−2.

We have then showed that
∣∣∣T − ehtoptτ(T, t,x)

∣∣∣≤C♯(e
htoptB+Te−δ tB−2);

the claim follows with δ∗ = δ/3 by choosing B = e−δ t/3 for each 0 ≤ t ≤ h−1
top logT , which is

compatible with Lemma 7.2. �

7.2. Proof of Theorem C. The proof follows closely that of Proposition 7.3. Let f ∈ C r(M)
and x ∈ M. Let ψ = ψT,t,B be given by Lemma 7.2, where B and t will be chosen at the end of
the proof. Lemma 7.2 provides, for each 0 ≤ t ≤ h−1

top logT ,

(48)

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds−

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x) ·ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)ds

∣∣∣∣≤C♯e
htoptB‖ f‖C r .
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We now focus on the second integral above. From Equation (5) and Corollary 3.4, we obtain
∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds =

∫ T

0
f ◦g−t ◦gt ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds

=

∫ T

0
f ◦g−t ◦hτ(s,t,x) ◦gt(x) · J−t ◦gt ◦hs(x) ·

∂τ

∂ s
(s, t,x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds.

Doing a change of variable and setting xt = gt(x), we obtain
∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds =

∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
( f ◦g−t)◦hs(xt) · J−t(hs(xt)) ·ψ(s)ds,

and the integral can be rewritten as
∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds = ehtopt

∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
L̂t( f )◦hs(xt) ·ψ(s)ds.

We now decompose the horocycle arc of length τ(T, t,x) into arcs of length 1 starting at points
{xt, j} j and introduce a smooth partition of unity {ρ j} j supported on these segments. Using the
notation introduced in Lemma 7.1, we obtain

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x) ·ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)ds = ehtopt ∑

j

I[xt, j,ψ ·ρ j](L̂t( f )).

We can now use the results in Section 6: the spectral decomposition of Proposition 6.4 at ω = 0
gives

‖L̂t( f )−Π0( f )‖Bw
≤C♯‖Ẑ f‖Be−δ t ≤C♯e

−δ t‖Ẑ f‖C r−1 ≤C♯e
−δ t‖ f‖C r ,

for some δ > 0; moreover, Π0( f ) = µ( f ). Therefore, we deduce,
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x) ·ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)ds− ehtopt ∑

j

I[xt, j,ψ ·ρ j]( f )

∣∣∣∣∣

=

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x) ·ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)ds−µ( f )ehtopt

∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
ψ(s)ds

∣∣∣∣

≤C♯e
(htop−δ )t |τ(T, t,x)| · ‖ψ‖C 1+α‖ f‖C r ≤C♯Te−δ tB−2‖ f‖C r ,

where in the last line we have used Lemma 3.6. We have then showed that∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds−µ( f )ehtoptτ(T, t,x)

∣∣∣∣≤C♯(e
htoptB+Te−δ tB−2)‖ f‖C r .

On the other hand, by Proposition 7.3, |ehtoptτ(T, t,x)−T | ≤ C♯e
−δ∗tT for each t ≤ h−1

top logT ,
hence ∣∣∣∣

1
T

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds−µ( f )

∣∣∣∣≤C♯(e
htoptBT−1 + e−δ tB−2 + e−δ∗t)‖ f‖C r .

Choosing t = logT
htop

and B =
T

2Cτe(2htop−δ )t
, so that B =

1

2CτT 1−δ/htop
, the theorem is proved

with a ∈ (0,min{1− δ
htop

, δ∗
htop

}).

7.3. Proof of Theorem A. We are now ready to prove Theorem A. In the course of the proof,
we follow the arguments in Proposition 7.3 applied for the twisted transfer operators.

Let f ∈ C 2
c (M̃) and x ∈ M̃ be fixed. Henceforth, we assume that we fixed a fundamental

domain F⊂ M̃ containing x and we also take14 x = x0 to be the base point in F as in Section 4.1.

14Although the final result is independent of this choice, it simplifies the notation.
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By Lemma 4.1 and Lemma 4.2, we can decompose

(49) f (x) =

∫

Td
fω(x)dω, where fω = πω( f ) = Ξ−ω ◦π0 ◦Ξω( f )

We will write

fω = Ξ−ω(uω), where uω = π0 ◦Ξω( f ) ∈ C
2(M,0) = C

2(M).

Lemma 7.4. The C 2-norm of uω is bounded by a constant C( f ) depending on f only15. More-

over, the norm of the gradient of ω 7→ uω is bounded by a constant C( f ,x) that depends on C( f )
and on the distance between x and the support of f .

Proof. Recall that, by Lemma 4.2, we have

uω(y) = ∑
D∈Deck

f ◦D(y) · exp

(
2πı

∫ D(y)

x0

p∗ω

)
,

and the sum above is finite. The first claim is proved as in Lemma 4.2. On the other hand,
differentiating the expression above with respect to ω in direction, say, η amounts to

Dηuω(y) = ∑
D∈Deck

f ◦D(y) ·
(

2πı

∫ D(y)

x0

p∗η

)
exp

(
2πı

∫ D(y)

x0

p∗ω

)
.

The term in brackets can be bounded by a constant depending only on the distance between x0
and D(y), and the only non zero summands in the sum are those for which D(y) is in the support
of f . This implies the claim. �

We fix ω ∈ Td and study the horocycle ergodic integral of fω up to time T ≥C♯. We also fix
t > 1 so that

(50) ehtopt =
T

(logT )d
.

The choice of the exponent d above is not important, as long as it is larger than (d +1)/2. We
now follow the same argument as in the proof of Proposition 7.3.

By Lemma 4.1, there exists a constant C( f ) depending on f only and independent of ω , so
that ‖ fω‖∞ ≤C( f ). Thus, by Lemma 7.2 with B = 1, we have

(51)

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
fω ◦hs(x)ds−

∫ T

0
fω ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds

∣∣∣∣≤C♯C( f )
T

(logT )d
.

We now focus on the second integral above:

∫ T

0
fω ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds =

∫ T

0
fω ◦g−t ◦gt ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds

=

∫ T

0
fω ◦g−t ◦hτ(s,t,x) ◦gt(x) · J−t ◦gt ◦hs(x) ·

∂τ

∂ s
(s, t,x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds,

hence, doing a change of variable and setting xt = gt(x), we obtain
∫ T

0
fω ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds =

∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
( fω ◦g−t)◦hs(xt) · J−t(hs(xt)) ·ψ(s)ds.

Note that, recalling (12), the integral in the right hand side above contains

Lt fω ◦hs = [Lt ◦Ξ−ω(uω)]◦hs = [Ξ−ω ◦L(ω)
t (uω)]◦hs;

15It depends on the C 2-norm of f and on the diameter of its support.
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therefore, for the normalized transfer operator L(ω)
t = ehtoptL̂

(ω)
t , we can rewrite

∫ T

0
fω ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds = ehtopt

∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
e−2πıξω (hs(xt)) · L̂(ω)

t (uω)◦hs(xt) ·ψ(s)ds.

We introduce a smooth partition of unity {ρ j} j∈J on the horocycle segment starting at xt of
length τ(T, t,x) so that each ρ j is supported on a subarc I j of length 1 starting at xt, j, and
|J| ≤C♯τ(T, t,x)≤C♯(logT )d by our choice (50). We have

e−2πıξω (hs(xt, j)) = e−2πıξω (xt, j) · exp

(
−2πı

∫ hs(xt, j)

xt, j

p∗ω

)
,

thus, denoting ψ j the restriction of ψ to I j, we deduce
∫ T

0
fω ◦hs(x) · [ψ ◦ τ(s, t,x)]ds = ehtopt ∑

j∈J

∫ 1

0
e−2πıξω (hs(xt, j)) · L̂(ω)

t (uω)◦hs(xt) ·ψ j(s) ·ρ j(s)ds

= ehtopt ∑
j∈J

e−2πıξω (xt, j)
∫ 1

0
L̂
(ω)
t (uω)◦hs(xt, j) ·Ψ j(s,ω)ds,

where we defined

(52) Ψ j(s,ω) := exp

(
−2πı

∫ hs(xt, j)

xt, j

p∗ω

)
·ψ j(s) ·ρ j(s).

We note that, by Lemma 7.2 and the fact we chose B = 1, the C 1+Lip-norm of the function

Ψ j(s,ω) is uniformly bounded in t and j. Moreover, the integrands L̂
(ω)
t (uω) ·Ψ j(s,ω) are

Deck-invariant, hence we can replace xt, j ∈ M̃ by p(xt, j) ∈ M. To sum up, using the notation of
Lemma 7.1, from (49) and (51) we deduced
(53)∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds− ehtopt ∑

j∈J

∫

Td
e−2πıξω (xt, j)I[p(xt, j),Ψ j(·,ω)]

(
L̂
(ω)
t uω

)
dω

∣∣∣∣∣≤C♯C( f )
T

(logT )d
.

We now want to exploit the spectral results of Section 6. Let B(0,R) ⊂ Td denote the ball of
centre 0 and radius R in Td . By Proposition 6.4, there exists δ > 0 for which the following facts
hold:

(1) for all ω /∈ B(0,δ ),

‖L̂(ω)
t uω‖Bw

≤C♯e
−δ t‖Ẑωuω‖B ≤C♯e

−δ t‖uω‖C 2 ≤C♯C( f ,x)e−δ t ,

where we used Lemma 5.5 in the second inequality and Lemma 7.4 in the third;
(2) for all ω ∈ B(0,δ ),

‖L̂(ω)
t uω − ez(ω)tΠωuω‖Bw

≤C♯e
−δ t‖Ẑωuω‖B ≤C♯C( f ,x)e−δ t .

Hence, by Lemma 7.1, our choice of t, recalling that |J| ≤C♯(logT )d and since ‖Ψ j(·,ω)‖C 1+Lip ≤
C♯, from (53) we deduce
∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds− ehtopt ∑

j∈J

∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (xt, j)+z(ω)t

I[p(xt, j),Ψ j(·,ω)] (Πωuω)dω

∣∣∣∣∣

≤C♯C( f ,x)

(
e(htop−δ )t |J|+ T

(logT )d

)
≤C♯C( f ,x)

T

(logT )d
.

If we define
A j(ω) := I[p(xt, j),Ψ j(·,ω)] (Πωuω) ,
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then we can rewrite the inequality above as

(54)

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds− ehtopt ∑

j∈J

∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (xt, j)+z(ω)tA j(ω)dω

∣∣∣∣∣≤C♯C( f ,x)
T

(logT )d
.

The key observation is the following.

Lemma 7.5. The functions ω 7→ A j(ω) are analytic in ω , their derivatives are bounded uni-

formly in T and j, and depend on f and on the distance between x and supp( f ). Furthermore,

A j(0) = µ( f ) · (
∫ 1

0 ψ j ρ j).

The analyticity of A j(ω) might be used to prove a full asymptotic expansion for the horocycle
integrals, see Remark 2.2. Here, we limit ourselves to the leading term, thus we only use the
fact that is of class C 1.

Proof. The function ω 7→ uω is analytic in C 2(M) (see Lemma 7.4), and hence is an analytic
family of vectors in B. By Proposition 6.4, so is the family ω 7→ Πωuω . The definition (52)
also shows that ω 7→ Ψ j(·,ω) are analytic in C 1+α((0,1)) and their derivatives are uniformly
bounded, since the integral in their definitions is over a horocycle orbit segment of length at
most 1. This proves the analyticity of A j.

Finally, at ω = 0 we have Ψ = ψ j ·ρ j and, from Lemma 4.2 and the fact that Π0 = µ ,

Π0u0 = µ(π0( f )) =

∫

M

(

∑
D∈Deck

f ◦D

)
dµ = ∑

D∈Deck

∫

D(F)
f dµ = µ( f ).

Therefore,

A j(0) = µ( f ) · I[p(xt, j),ψ j ·ρ j](1) = µ( f )

∫ 1

0
ψ j(s) ·ρ j(s)ds,

which completes the proof. �

Let us fix j ∈ J; we need to study the integral
∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (xt, j)+z(ω)tA j(ω)dω.

One can use stationary phase methods to write an expansion of the integral above; however, the
computations become rather complicated when d increases. We limit ourselves to compute the
leading term, and we refer to the computations carried out in [7], in the case of translation flows.

Let Σ denote the positive definite matrix associated to the quadratic form − 1
4π2 σ in (46). By

Taylor’s Theorem and Lemma 7.5, we get
∣∣∣∣
∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (xt, j)+z(ω)tA j(ω)dω −A j(0)

∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (xt, j)−2π2tω·Σω dω

∣∣∣∣

≤C♯C( f ,x)

∫

B(0,δ )
e−t‖ω‖2‖ω‖dω ≤C♯C( f ,x)t−

d+1
2

∫

Rd
e−‖ω‖2‖ω‖dω

≤C♯C( f ,x)t−
d+1

2 .

We also notice that we can restrict the domain of integration to the ball B(0,δ t−1/4), since for

all ‖ω‖ ≥ δ t−1/4 the integrand can be bounded by e−2π2δ
√

t , which is less than t−
d+1

2 . Hence,
we are reduced to study

A j(0)
∫

B(0,δ t−1/4)
e−2πıξω (xt, j)−2π2tω·Σω dω.

Let us define t∗ to be the normalizing time, that is the positive real

(55) t∗ > 0 is such that τ(T, t∗,x) = 1.
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We observe that t∗ > t and |t∗− t| ≤C♯ logt. Since the 1-form ω is harmonic, we can write

ξω(xt, j) =

∫ xt, j

x
p∗ω =

∫ gt∗ (x)

x
p∗ω +

∫ gt∗−t(xt, j)

gt∗(x)
p∗ω +

∫ xt, j

gt∗−t(xt, j)
p∗ω.

The first term above is the Frobenius function (the geodesic winding cycle) as in (13); the points
gt∗(x) and gt∗−t(xt, j) in the second integral both lie on a horocycle orbit segment of length 1,
and the last integral is over a segment of length O(logt). Thus, there exists a vector e ∈ Rd of
norm ‖e‖ ≤C♯ logt so that

∥∥∥∥ξω(xt, j)−
∫ gt∗ (x)

x
p∗ω

∥∥∥∥≤C♯|ω · e|.

Here, we have used the identification of the vector space H with Rd with the aid of the basis of
1-forms ωk for k = 1, . . . ,d we fixed in Section 4. Let us define F∗ = F∗(x, t∗) to be the vector in
Rd whose components are Ft∗,ωk

(x) =
∫ gt∗ (x)

x p∗ωk. Then, since for all ω ∈ B(0,δ t−1/4) we can
bound

|e−2πıξω(xt, j)− e−2πıω·F∗| ≤C♯|ω · e| ≤C♯‖ω‖ logt,

we deduce
∣∣∣∣
∫

B(0,δ t−1/4)
e−2πıξω (xt, j)−2π2tω·Σω dω −

∫

B(0,δ t−1/4)
e−2πıω·F∗−2π2tω·Σω dω

∣∣∣∣

≤C♯ log t

∫

B(0,δ t−1/4)
e−t‖ω‖2‖ω‖dω ≤C♯(logt) t−

d+1
2 .

Thus, from (54) and recalling (50), we obtained

(56)

∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds− ehtopt

(

∑
j∈J

A j(0)

)∫

B(0,δ t−1/4)
e−2πıω·F∗−2π2tω·Σω dω

∣∣∣∣∣

≤C♯C( f ,x)
T · loglogT

(logT )
d+1

2

.

Now, by Lemma 7.5, we have
∣∣∣∣∣∑

j∈J
A j(0)−µ( f )τ(T, t,x)

∣∣∣∣∣= |µ( f )|
∣∣∣∣
∫ τ(T,t,x)

0
ψ(s)ds− τ(T, t,x)

∣∣∣∣≤C♯C( f ).

Furthermore, since |t∗− t| ≤C♯ logt ≤C♯ log logT , we can also replace t with t∗ in (56). Using
also Proposition 7.3 to bound |ehtoptτ(T, t,x)−T | ≤C♯Te−δ∗t ≤C♯T

1−δ∗ , we deduce

(57)

∣∣∣∣
∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds−T µ( f )

∫

B(0,δ t
−1/4
∗ )

e−2πıω·F∗−2π2t∗ω·Σω dω

∣∣∣∣≤C♯C( f ,x)
T · loglogT

(logT )
d+1

2

.

We can now finish the proof by computing the second integral in the left hand side above. Let
H be the symmetric positive definite square root of the matrix Σ, then
∫

B(0,δ t
−1/4
∗ )

e−2πıω·F∗−2π2t∗ω·Σω dω = t
− d

2∗

∫

B(0,δ t
1/4
∗ )

e
−2πıω· F∗√

t∗−2π2(Hω)·(Hω)
dω

= t
− d

2∗
∫

Rd
e
−2πıω· F∗√

t∗−2π2(Hω)·(Hω)
dω+O(t−1

∗ )=
1

t
d
2∗
√

detΣ

∫

Rd
e
−2πıy·H−1F∗√

t∗ −2π2y·y
dy+O(t−1

∗ )

=
1

(2πt∗)
d
2
√

detΣ
e
− 1

2

∥∥∥H−1F∗√
t∗

∥∥∥
2

+O(t−1
∗ ) =

1

(2πt∗)
d
2
√

detΣ
e
− 1

2

∥∥∥ F∗√
t∗

∥∥∥
2

Σ +O(t−1
∗ ).

where, we recall, the norm ‖ · ‖Σ on Rd is defined as ‖x‖2
Σ = x ·Σ−1x.
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Using again Proposition 7.3 to bound |ehtopt∗ −T | ≤C♯e
(htop−δ∗)t∗ ≤C♯T

1−δ ′
∗ for some δ ′

∗ > 0,
from (57) we conclude
∣∣∣∣∣∣

∫ T

0
f ◦hs(x)ds−

h
d
2
topT

(2π logT )
d
2
√

detΣ

(∫

M̃
f dµ

)
e
− 1

2

∥∥∥F∗(p(x),t∗)√
t∗

∥∥∥
2

Σ

∣∣∣∣∣∣
≤C♯C( f ,x)

T · loglogT

(logT )
d+1

2

.

The vector F∗ = F∗(p(x), t∗) has components Ft∗,ωk
(x), where ωk, for k = 1, . . . ,d form the basis

we fixed in Section 4. Thus, the Central Limit Theorem for the geodesic flow implies

F∗(·, t∗)√
t∗

→N(0,Σ) in distribution.

The proof of Theorem A is therefore complete.

7.4. Proof of Theorem B. Let us fix x ∈ M̃ and σ > 0, and recall that we denoted by γx,σ the
horocycle segment s 7→ hs(x) for s ∈ [0,σ ]. Let η be a 1-form of class C 2 on M̃ with compact
support, and let f := fη ∈ C 2

c (M̃) be given by f (x) = 〈η,U〉x. We also assume that we fixed
a fundamental domain F ⊂ M̃ containing x and we take x = x0 to be the base point in F as in
Section 4.1.

The proof is analogous to the one presented in Section 7.3. By (7), we have
∫

g−t◦γx,σ

η =
∫ σ

0
ηg−t◦γx,σ (s)

(
Dg−tUγx,σ (s)

)
ds =

∫ σ

0
f ◦g−t ◦hs(x) · J−t(hs(x))ds.

Let δ∗ > 0 be given by Proposition 7.3, and define r = d(min{htop,δ∗})−1 logt; in particular,
note that e−htopr ≤ t−d. Calling x−r = g−r(x), we rewrite the equation above as

∫

g−t◦γx,σ

η =
∫ σ

0
Lt f ◦hs(x)ds =

∫ σ

0
Lt−r( f )◦g−r ◦hs(x) · J−r(hs(x−r))ds

=
∫ τ(σ ,r,x)

0
Lt−r( f )◦hs(x)ds,

We note that, by Lemma 3.6, τ = τ(σ ,−r,x) satisfies

C−1
τ σ ehtopr ≤ τ ≤Cτσ ehtopr.

As in the proof of Lemma 7.2, we define a function ψ : [0,τ] → [0,1] of class C 1+Lip with
‖ψ ′‖Lip ≤ 4 and equal to 1 in [1,τ −1], so that
∣∣∣∣e

−htopt
∫

g−t◦γx,σ

η − e−htopr
∫ τ

0
L̂t−r( f )◦hs(x−r) ·ψ(s)ds

∣∣∣∣≤C♯‖ f‖∞e−htopr ≤C♯‖ f‖∞t−d,

where we used the fact that
∫ 1

0 Lt−r(|1|)◦hs(y)ds ≤Cτ ehtop(t−r) for any y ∈ M̃.
As in Section 7.3, let {ρ j} j∈J be a smooth partition of unity on the horocycle segment starting

at x−r of length τ so that each ρ j is supported on a subarc I j of length 1 starting at x j, and
|J| ≤C♯τ ≤C♯σehtopr. With the same decomposition of f as in (49), we obtain
∫ τ

0
L̂t−r( f )◦hs(x−r) ·ψ(s)ds = ∑

j∈J

∫

Td

∫ 1

0
e−2πıξω (hs(x j)) · L̂(ω)

t−ruω ◦hs(x j) ·ψ j(s) ·ρ j(s)dsdω

= ∑
j∈J

∫

Td
e−2πıξω (x j) · I[p(x j),Ψ j(·,ω)]

(
L̂
(ω)
t−ruω

)
dω,

where ψ j is the restriction of ψ to the arc I j and, as in (52), we defined

Ψ j(s,ω) := exp

(
−2πı

∫ hs(x j)

x j

p∗ω

)
·ψ j(s) ·ρ j(s).
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Clearly, t0 := t − r > t/2; hence, following the same steps as in the previous subsection, we use
the spectral decomposition from Proposition 6.4 to reduce the integral above to the following:
define

A j(ω) := I[p(x j),Ψ j(·,ω)] (Πωuω) ,

then,
∣∣∣∣∣e

−htopt

∫

g−t◦γx,σ

η − e−htopr ∑
j∈J

∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (x j)+z(ω)t0A j(ω)dω

∣∣∣∣∣≤C♯C( f ,x)t−d.

We focus on one fixed j ∈ J. By Lemma 7.5, we have
∣∣∣∣
∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (x j)+z(ω)t0A j(ω)dω −A j(0)

∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (x j)−2π2t0ω·Σω dω

∣∣∣∣

≤C♯C( f ,x)t
− d+1

2
0 ≤C♯C( f ,x)t−

d+1
2 ,

where Σ is once again the positive definite matrix associated to the quadratic form − 1
4π2 σ in

(46).
We notice that we can restrict the integral above to B(0,δ t

−1/4
0 ). For all ω ∈ B(0,δ t

−1/4
0 ),

we have
∣∣ξω(x j)

∣∣≤C♯‖ω‖(r+σ)≤C♯
logt

t1/4
,

where we used the fact that x j lies on the segment g−r ◦ γx,σ . Therefore, |e−2πıξω (x j)− 1| ≤
C♯‖ω‖ · logt and hence

∣∣∣∣
∫

B(0,δ )
e−2πıξω (x j)+z(ω)t0A j(ω)dω −A j(0)

∫

B(0,δ t
−1/4
0 )

e−2π2t0ω·Σω dω

∣∣∣∣

≤C♯C( f ,x)t
− d+1

2
0 ≤C♯C( f ,x)

logt

t
d+1

2

.

The integral on the right hand side above is computed as at the end of Section 7.3.
Combining everything together, and using the fact that ∑ j A j(0) = µ( f ) · ∫ τ

0 ψ(s)ds, we con-
clude ∣∣∣∣∣e

−htopt

∫

g−t◦γx,σ

η −µ( f )
e−htopr · τ

(2πt0)
d
2
√

detΣ

∣∣∣∣∣≤C♯C( f ,x)
logt

t
d+1

2

.

Finally, we apply Proposition 7.3 to the point g−r(x) with t = r so that we obtain

|σ − e−htopr · τ| ≤C♯e
−δ∗r ≤C♯t

−d.

This finishes the proof of Theorem B.

APPENDIX A. NORM ESTIMATES FOR THE WINDING CYCLE

This Appendix is devoted to the proof of some bounds regarding the winding function defined
in (13). Firstly, it is convenient to introduce some notations. For each ω ∈ Td , we define

A(X ,ω) := max{‖Φ−‖C 1‖〈X ,ω〉‖C 1 ,‖〈X ,ω〉‖2
C 1 ,‖〈X ,ω〉‖C 2}

B(k̄) := max{(−k)−
1
2 ,(−k)−1},

(58)

where k < 0 is given in Lemma 3.2 and Φ− in (8).
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Proposition A.1. Setting

Gt,ω(x) = exp

(
2πı

∫ t

0
〈ω,X〉 ◦g−a(x)da

)
,

then for each t ∈R
+, I ⊂ Iρ ,ω ∈T

d ,ψ ∈C
r
c (I) with ‖ψ‖C r(I) ≤C∗ and ϕ ∈C

1+α
c (I), we have

‖(ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦h(·) ◦ψ‖C ς (I) ≤Cς (t)‖ϕ‖C ς (I), ς ∈ {0,α,1+α},
where

(59)

Cς (t) =





1 if ς = 0,

2πC∗
( 1√

−k
‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1 + e−

√
−kαt

)
if ς = α,

C∗+8π2 max{C3
∗ ,C

4
∗}B(k)A(X ,ω)

(
1+4e−

√
−k(1+α)t

)
if ς = 1+α.

Proof. The case ς = 0 is trivial since ‖Gt,ω‖C 0 = 1. Let us use the symbol ′ to denote the
derivative with respect to η ∈ I. We have

((ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)′

=(Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)′ · (ϕ ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)+Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ · (ϕ ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)′

=2πıψ ′
(∫ t

0
(Dgt−a(U)〈ω,X〉)◦gt−a◦hη ◦ψ da

)
(Gt,ω ·ϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ

+Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ ·ψ ′(Dgt(U)ϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ.

Recalling that DgtU = JtU and J−t = Dg−t(U), we note that

(60) (ϕ ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)′ = ψ ′(Dgt(U)ϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ = ψ ′Jt(Uϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ.

Therefore, since ‖ψ‖C r ≤C∗ and ‖Gt,ω‖C 0 = 1, we have

|((ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)′| ≤ 2πC∗‖ϕ‖C 0‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1

∫ t

0
|Jt−a ◦hη ◦ψ|da+C∗|Jt ◦hη |‖ϕ‖C 1.

By Lemma 3.2, |Jt(x)| ≤ e−
√

−kt for each x ∈ M, and

(61)

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
Jt−a ◦hη da

∣∣∣∣≤
∫ t

0
e−

√
−k(t−a) da ≤ 1√

−k
,

therefore,

‖(ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C 1 ≤ 2πC∗√
−k

‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1‖ϕ‖C 0 +C∗e−
√

−kt‖ϕ‖C 1

≤C∗

(
2π√
−k

‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1 + e−
√

−kt

)
‖ϕ‖C 1 .

(62)

For ς = α it is enough to observe that, for each η, η̃ ∈ (0,ρ),

|(ϕ ◦gt ◦h(·) ◦ψ)(η̃)− (ϕ ◦gt ◦h(·) ◦ψη̃)(η)| ≤ dI(gt ◦hη ◦ψ,gt ◦hη̃ ◦ψ)α‖ϕ‖C α

≤C∗e−
√

−kαt |η − η̃ |α‖ϕ‖C α ,
(63)

where dI(x,y) is the distance of two points x,y along I. Hence, since Gt,ω ∈ C r, using the
inequality

(64) ‖ϕG‖C α ≤ ‖ϕ‖C 0‖G‖C 1 +‖ϕ‖C α‖G‖C 0,
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we have
‖(ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C α (I) ≤

≤ ‖Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C 1‖ϕ‖C 0 +‖Gt,ω‖C 0‖ϕ ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C α

≤C∗

(
2π√
−k

‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1 + e−
√

−kt

)
‖ϕ‖C 0 +C∗e−

√
−kαt‖ϕ‖C α

≤C∗

(
2π√
−k

‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1 + e−
√

−kαt

)
‖ϕ‖C α .

It remains the case ς = 1+α . Using (64), we can check that if G ∈ C 2 and ϕ ∈ C 1+α , then

(65) ‖ϕG‖C 1+α ≤ ‖ϕ‖C 1+α (1+4‖G‖C 2).

Let us thus compute the second derivative of (Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ): using again that DgtU = JtU ,

|(Gt,ω◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)′′|

=

∣∣∣∣
(

2πı(Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)ψ ′
∫ t

0
Jt−a ◦hη ·U(〈ω,X〉 ◦gt−a◦hη ◦ψ)da

)′∣∣∣∣

≤2πC∗

(∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
(Jt−a ◦hη)

′ ·U(〈ω,X〉 ◦gt−a◦hη ◦ψ)da

∣∣∣∣

+

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
Jt−a ◦hη · (U(〈ω,X〉 ◦gt−a◦hη ◦ψ))′da

∣∣∣∣
)

+2πC∗

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
Jt−a ◦hη ·U(〈ω,X〉 ◦gt−a◦hη ◦ψ)da

∣∣∣∣(1+‖Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C 1).

(66)

We need to estimate the above terms. By (6), (7), (8) and (61),

∣∣(Jt−a ◦hη)
′∣∣≤

∣∣∣∣
∫ t

0
(Φ− ◦ga ◦hη)

′
∣∣∣∣
∣∣Jt−a ◦hη

∣∣≤ ‖Φ−‖C 1√
−k

e−
√

−k(t−a).

On the other hand
∣∣(U(〈ω,X〉 ◦gt−a◦hη ◦ψ))′

∣∣≤C∗‖〈ω,X〉‖C 2‖Jt−a‖C 0 ≤C∗‖〈ω,X〉‖C 2e−
√

−k(t−a)

and ∫ t

0
|U(〈ω,X〉 ◦gt−a◦hη ◦ψ)|da ≤C∗‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1

∫ t

0
e−

√
−k(t−a) da.

Using the above three inequalities into (66), and recalling (62), we obtain

‖Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C 2 ≤ 2πC2
∗
‖Φ−‖C 1‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1

2
√
−k

+
2πC2

∗‖〈ω,X〉‖C 2

2
√

−k

+
2πC2

∗‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1

2
√

−k

(
1+C∗

(
2π√
−k

‖〈ω,X〉‖C 1 + e−
√

−kt

))
.

We have thus obtained

‖Gt,ω ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C 2 ≤ 2π2 max

{
C2
∗√
−k

,
C3
∗

−k

}
A(X ,ω)

(
4+ e−

√
−kt

)
.

Hence, by (65), we have

‖(ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C 1+α

≤ (1+8π2 max{C2
∗ ,C

3
∗}B(k)A(X ,ω)(4+ e−

√
−kt))‖ϕ ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C 1+α .
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Finally, by (60), and arguing as in (63),

‖(ϕ ◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ)′‖C α = ‖ψ ′Jt(Uϕ)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C α ≤C∗e−
√

kte−
√

−kαt‖ϕ ′‖C α .

Inserting the above in the previous equation we conclude:

‖(ϕGt,ω)◦gt ◦hη ◦ψ‖C 1+α

≤
(

C∗+8π2 max{C3
∗ ,C

4
∗}B(k)A(X ,ω)

(
1+4e−

√
−k(1+α)t

))
‖ϕ‖C 1+α .

The proof is therefore complete. �
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